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Executive Summary

Project Title: Educating Farmers and Landowners in Biological Resource
Management
Amount Requested: $1,066,593
Applicant Name: Community Alliance with Family Farmers
- Primary Contact .~ . James R. Tischer, Executive Director
Addréss: - . . P.O.Box 363, Davis, CA 95616 . Lo o
‘Phone/FAX/email: =~ = (530) 756-8518 extn. 36 / (530) 756-7857 / jimtischer@caff.org

Collaborators: Marcia Gibbs, Ulatis Resource Conservation District (URCD)
: Frank Morris, Solano County Water Association (SCWA)

With this project, CAFF proposes to'educate farmers and landowners in several
CALFED target watersheds about crucial issues facing the regional ecosystem. CAFF is
currently in the third year of a CALFED-funded project that has significantly reduced
pesticide and fertilizer use through farmer-to-farmer outreach, education and technical
assistance. This project continues that work and expands it by bringing to farmers and
landowners a package of technical expertise that includes a full array of biologicat and
watershed management practices. These practices will reduce agricultural inputs into the
waterways and will present farmers and landowners with practical techniques for restoring
habitat. The project includes establishing two specific demonstration sites that will be
evaluated, cleaned up, revegetated, restored, and simultaneously used as a working model
for educational purposes.

CAFF will collaborate with local public and private organizations on the assumption
that improved communication and coordination has a synergistic effect in building |
awareness of watershed issues and establishing biological resource management practices.
CAFF has a successful history of collaborating with local agencies. ‘Several agencies have
technical expertise but lack the networking experience of CAFF, and have not been able to
build coalitions that include farmers and landowners. CAFF’s sophisticated media and
outreach program will leverage the resources that other agencies bring to watershed
restoration projects. CAFF’s approach of partnering with farmers and landowners gives
those people who depend on aquatic resources for their livelihood an active role in the
management of those resources. - : _ -

The overall goal of this project is to improve water quality and the aquatic systems in
the region by eliminating or reducing toxic inputs such as pesticides and fertilizers, and by
restoring functional habitat through a variety of management practices. We assume that if
offered high quality educational information, technical expertise, customized plans, and
information about the economic viability of implementing restoration practices, farmers and
landowners will willingly make long-term environmental improvements. Further, they will

-demonstrate to others that it can be done, and in that way will help minimize the multitude -

of activities that can degrade the watershed. =~

 CAFF's holistic approach will yield results on several dimensions. For a group of
self-selected participating grower/landownets, toxic inputs (pesticides, fertilizers) into the
watershed will be significantly reduced. Region-wide, awareness of watershed issues and
attitudes towards reconstruction will increase. We expect a significant increase in the
number of habitat restoration practices (e.g., owl and bat boxes, riparian corridors) on farms
and lands. Finally we expect an improvement in water quality and habitat in the
designated demonstration site areas. These areas will be tested through contracted pre- and
post- surveys and studies, and by water quality sampling. ‘

CA¥F's program will leverage the interests and resources of local landowners and

other stakeholders in order to further the goals of improving the Bay-Delta’s ecological
functions and encouraging its diverse and valuable plant and animal species.
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- Community Alliance with Family Farmers:
‘Educating Farmers and Landowners
1In Biological Resource Management

Project Description

" 1. Problems and Objectives

“The health of our waters is the principal measure of how we live on the land”
— Luna Leopold '

Wiater ecosystems and aquatic habitat are adversely affected by agricultural inputs. According to the
United States Environmental Protection Agency 1994 National Water Qualz'ctiy Survey, nearly 40 percent
of surveyed waters in the U.S. remain too polluted for fishing, swimming an other uses. {U.S. EPA)
Evidence is plentiful that pesticides, herbicides and fertilizers contribute significantly to the degradation
of the estuarine ecosystem, particularly the rivers feeding from the California Central Valley into the Bay
Delta estuary. Despite some progtess in this area, agricultural use of pesticides, herbicides and fertilizers is
still a major contributing factor in nonpoint source pollution.

In the Delta, at least 55 species of fish have been recorded, 25 of them native. Many of these species,
. both native and introduced, are in decline (USFWS, 1996). ‘According to the US National Fishand -~
Wildlife study, the upper portions of the Sacramento-San Joaquin Rivers are the most highly altered part
of the system, and this is where most problems for fish species exist. The presence of acute and chronic
toxins and the use of water for agricultural irrigation are major factors causing decline in species such as
the thick-tail chub, the San Joaquin spring-run salmon and Sacramento perch (USFWS, 1996). Certain
sticides may also cause reproductive failure and endocrine system abnormalities in both wildlife and
umans (Colgorn and Clement, 1992; Guillette, 1995; Sharpe and Skakkebaek, 1993). These facts call
for an emphasis on farmer outreach to encourage adoption of biological farming practices.

Water quality and habitat management practices also negatively impact the Centzal Valley watersheds.

Over time, on-farm water management has developed with few incentives for highly efficient ap lication

techniques. Many farmers and landowners do not take full advantage of new methods that are also

economically competitive. The complicated relationship between efficiency gains on one farm and the

benefits to tﬁe entire water system have not been sufficiently explored in the agricultural setting. .

- Numerous problems impact the estuarine system including poor soil quality, sedimentation and erosion.
- (Sarrantonio et. al., 1996} . .. ..~ o o e ,

Farm landscape dominates a good part of critical habitat area in Bay Delta target regions, yet many
farms and other lands are not managed to provide water quality and wildlife benefits. Many farmers
and landowners are unaware of techniques for encouraging Wild?;fe on their land and may be overly
concerned about perceived negative impacts. They need information about the benefits of a diverse agro-
ecosystem as well as training in cost-effective techniques for rebuilding natural ecosystems. Very lirtle
practical information is currently available to farmers on the use of native grasses in stabilizing ditches
and waterways, the importance of flowering hedgerows as habitat for beneficial insects, or the benefits of
bats and raptors in controlling farm pests. Few landowners maintain stream corridors that benefit both
water quality and wildlife habitat. Where the interface berween human systems and ecosystems is strong,
landowners need to be informed and brought into the management decision-making process.
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Biologically based systems for managing land have been shown to reduce the need for chemical
gesticidcs and fertilizers, increase water use efficiency and provide habitat for wildlife. However, many
rmers and landowners do not recognize these management practices, have little information about
~ them, and do not understand the positive economic impacts of biological agriculture. A 1996 study of
Central Valley grower artitudes towards biological farming practices shows that almost half of the
respondents strongly agree that biclogical farming practices “minimize environmental and public healch
risks (48%, N=260),”a%ut only 18% strongly agree that they optimize economic returns. (Dlott and
Haley, 1998) Other studies have shown that economic returns for growers using biological farming
practices are on 2 par with growers not using them. (Klonsky and Tourte, 1998) It appears that growers
focus on regulatory constraints and perhaps worry unnecessarily about economic impaces. Both concerns
can detract from Rle economic and ecological opportunities that accompany biological farming methods.

Solutions

To solve problems in the Bay Delta watershed, partnerships must be established berween farmers,
landowners and other stakeholders to enhance communication and provide technical informartion and
education about ways to improve ecosystem management for the benefit of the watershed. 1f we can
show farmers and landowners that their economic interests will not be harmed by using biological
management practices, we can begin to make long-term progress in reducialg[ toxic inputs and restoring

the Delta’s waterways. It is even more to our benefit to engage farmers and landowners in the process of
rehabitation.

Evidence now exists to support educational partnership paradigms to transform the ecological health of
land and waterways. Studies identify grower attitudes and values as one of the significant barriers to
implementing change. (Pence, 1998; Grant, 2000) According to a World Resources Institute report by
Lori Ann Thrupp, ie conventional methods of information ﬁissemination, which are to publish research
results or institute regulations, “...have recognized flaws...Often the top-down orientation does not
address farmer needs and local conditions. ..Moreover, there are commonly gaps or tensions between the
groups, such as weak institutiona! links, lack of coordination or competition, all of which impede -
progress in this approach.”(Thrupp, 1996) . o - o '

Goals and Objectives

The Community Alliance with Family Farmers (CAFF) has a long history of farmer-to-farmer education
and outreach programs thar are successful in technology transfer and that result in measurable reductions
in pescicide and fertilizer use. (Lighthall, 2000; Thrupp, 1996; Villarejo and Moore, 1998) CAFF
proposes to build on farmer-to-farmer outreach, education and technical assistance programs already
partially funded by CALFED. The project will engage farmers and landownets as stewardship leaders to
demonstrate the benefits of biological I‘Jarming and habitat restoration practices. CAFF will enable
farmers and landowners to become partners in the CALFED ecosystem restoration. This will help ensure
lasting results in restoring the Bay-Delta ecosystem.

We will expand current work by bringing farmers and landowners a ﬁackage of technical expertise thar
_includes biological farming and watershed management practices. These practices will reduce agricultural
- inputs into the waterways and give farmets and Jandowners practical techniques for restoring habitar. . .

In this phase, we will target lands that border on creeks ox that impact watersheds. We will offer region-
wide educational events and will work with individual farmers and landowners on customized farm/land

lans for resource management. Concurrently, we will work directly with local organizations that do not
Eave intensive outreach and education, so that practices can be implemented on a wider scale and over a
longer period of time. In collaboration with the local organizations, demonstration sites will be cleaned
up and restored throughout the project. These sites wilfbe used for on-the-ground education, and as
working models for restoration work. This project has multiple benefits for water quality and
conservation and habitat enhancement, as well as for public awareness of those issues.

CAFF’s programs address ERP goals with a proven method that simultaneously:
» adapts farming practices to benefit the ecosystem
-« relies on partnerships with local agencies and organizations

4
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*  conducts outreach that increases the appreciation for and adoption of sustainable agriculture
in farming communities N
* documents the economic and environmental impacts of sustainable agriculture.

Goals and objectives include the following:
1. Increase fzjzmer/landowners’ knowledge about restoration practices.
~'» Engage farmers as partners in restoration activities through use of the model developed in CAFF’s -
- BIOS program S
+ Enhance farmers/landowners’ appreciation of the historical character of the Bay Delta’s ecosystem
* Educate farmers and landowners about watershed issues
» Bring necessary expertise to farmers for reconstructing natural riparian areas and wildlife zones
* Educate landowners about cost effective methods of restoration and rehabiration
* Explore ways to increase farm income through enhanced wildlife and restoration

]

2. Increase use of biological management practices that benefit the ecosystem.

* Increase monitoring for pest and benegcial insects in order to reduce pesticide sprays

* Increase planting of cover crops and filter strips for beneficial organisms and soi and water health

* Increase practice of nitrogen budgeting to reduce unnecessary fertilizer inputs

. Eﬁlucl;ate rowers on options to reduce overall use of pesticides (especially organophosphates) and
erbicides : ‘

3. Improve water management practices related to sedimentation, evosion and water use efficiency.
* Determine water quality in specified watershed regions

* Increase understanding and use of efficient warer management practices

» Reduce erosion and sedimentation (increase oxygen levels in water)

* Establish buffer strips and borders along riparian and restoration areas

-+ Egtablish tailwater ponds and use of California native shrubs and grasses

4, Increase use of beneficial wildlife babitat management practices.
Educate landowners about cost effective ways to improve habitat
* Demonstrate practices that attract bats, owls, raptors, and other desirable plant and animal species
Demonstrate the installation of hedgerows for wildlife habitat
Provide information about insectary plants for pests’ natural enemies
Explore the use of vegetation buffer strips between fields and roads and fields and waterways

Conceptual model ‘

CAFPF’s conceptual model simultaneously addresses the ecosystem and the human system.” We ‘
acknowledge that certain agricuttural practices adversely affect the environment and address this problem
with a participatory learning model.

Ecosystem degradation can be caused by agricultural activities (see Table 1). Agticultural inpurs —
pesticides, herbicides, fertilizers, fungicides, fumigants — contribute significantly to the degradation of
California’s water and ecosystems. In addition, practices such as overgrazing can degrade and inhibic
reconstruction of riparian areas and wildlife zones: Some examples are inefficient water use; tillage as *
opposed to planting of cover crops; constriiction of drainage canals as opposed to reconstruction of
natural streams and banks; and strip weeding as opposed to use of native grasses and shrubs for rebuilding
. stream beds. This model asserts that reduction in toxic inputs combined with implementation of
‘beneficial practices will contribute to the restoration of the whole ecosystem (see Table 2).

CAFF assumes that changes in management practices can address ecosystem degradation while
maintaining land value. We further assume that technology transfer programs are most successful when
they take advantage of on-the-ground expertise of farmers, landowners and other professional
stakeholders. :

Conventional processes of agricultural technology development and information transfer are “rop-down,”
generally moving from research institutions through several channels down to the farmer in the field.
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Our methodology is based on partnership in learning, collaboration and cooperation among many
stakeholders, with farmer-to-farmer information transfer as a crucial element. (see Table 3)

Numerous human barriers exist to implementing management practices that benefit the environment.
Chief among these are artitudes and values of the growers and:landowners who make daily decisions
about land stewardship. In a conventional information-transfer model, research is conducred by

- scientists at universities or chemical companies. It is published in journals that growers/landowners have
‘little access to. Information is also transferred to regulatory agencies, or from universities to companies’
research divisions. In some cases, university éxtension advisors fill the role of imparting research
information to farmers or landowners. In other cases Pest Control Advisors (PCAs), the majority of
whom are employees of chemical companies, advise farmers.

Several problems result from this kind of technology and information transfer. PCAs who work for
chemical companies have a vested interest in promoting chemical inputs. Even information discovered
by university scientists often becomes encumbered by regulations and is not easily accessible to farmers.
Farmers are themselves the best experts in their own operations, and need a context for sharing that

knowledge and experience with others. The most crucial principle is that farmers’ own knowledge and
experience cannot be ignored. '

CAFF’s model for agricultural learning partnerships is based on participatory learning and has been
shown to yield positive results in:
* Reducing agrochemical inputs and costs, as well as health risks
* . Managing pests and diseages at acceptable levels
* Improving soil and water quality
* Maintaining or incréasing crop yields
Implementing management practices that enhance ecosystems
Empowering farmers and local communities (Thrupp, 1996)

Bécause agriculture is the economic cornerstone of mar:K Central Valley communities and because so
much land is managed by farmers, it is inportant that the agricultural community views itself as a partner

in the restoration effort. See Table 4 for key elements of the participatery learning model pioneered by
- CAFF. ‘ :

Hypotheses being tested

CAFF’s overall hypothesis is that we can achieve two of the Ecosystem Restoration Goals through direct
farmer-to-farmer education and outreach, using the participatory learning model. Specifically we
hypothesize that:

Participating farmers will implement new biological farming practices and wildlife- and water-friendly
management practices on their farms. These practices will have the effect of reducing toxic inputs into
the estuarine system as well as building beneficial habitat for species protection.

These alternative farming practices will spread geographically over time through the active involvement of
~_farmers/landowners and collaboration with groups such as the local Resource Conservation Districts

(RCDs), UC Cooperative Extension (UCCE), local Pest Control Advisors (PCAs), and the Natural
Resonrce Conservation Service (NRCS). ' ' ,

Farmer/landowner atitudes regarding wildlife- and water-friendly farm management practices can
change if those farmers are engaged as partners-and understand the economic and environmental benefits,

Adaptive Management : |

CAFF’s proposed project fits into the pilot/demonstration category. Evidence cited above establishes that
pesticide, fertilizer and sediment loading into waterways negatively affects estuarine and species health.
CAFF’s project takes proven rescarch to the demonstration stage. It is a multi-faceted approach to habitat
reinvigoration, designed to teach us more about what practices farmers and landowners — the major land
stewards in California — actually use and on what basis they make their decisions. With this
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information, we will be able to modify and/or enhance the information imparted to farmers about
ecologically sound management practices as well as engage them as partners in the effort to restore the
Delta’s lands and waterways. '

CAFFs collaborative, farmer-to-farmer participatory model clearly demonstrates the learning /
modification loop underlying the adaptive management concept. For example, in a recent BIOS field

day for almond growers, UC Davis research scientist Steve Weinbaum presented research on nutrition 1n
nut crops and its relation to fertlizer applications. In an extensive discussion period, growers shared their .
in-field knowledge and experience with the scientists and agency personnel. This information exchange
illustrates the leatning loop between targeted résearch and pilot/demonstration projects. The exchange
influences both the direction of research and management practices in the field.

Educational Objectives
Educational events are designed around the objectives stated above. The program corresponds most
closely to two ERP goals:

» Improve and maintain water quality to eliminate, 1o the extent possible, toxic impacts on organisms in
the system, including humans (Goal 6). ,

« Protect or restore functional habitat types throughou the watershed for public values such as
recreation, scientific research and aesthetics (Goal 4). '

Each field day, on-farm demonstration, discussion group or meeting will address these goals.

CAFF’s education and outreach program will work directly with 8 to 10 growers in each designated
region. CAFF employs a variety of proven educational methods to transfer resource management
techniques. Our estaglished network assures that many diverse people participate. Typicjly, we host on-
 farm events at which a combination of educational activities takes place: demonstrations, lectures,
discussions, question and answer periods. Some events take place in the field; others in a serting
comfortable to growers, such as a local coffee shop.. Some events featire multimedia presentations, while
others feature informal lectures. Supplementary and follow-up information is made available (e.g.,
informational handouts, Web Sites, telephone numbers of agency personnel, business links). After each
event, an evaluation sheet is circulated for the purpose of getting feedback and recommendations
regarding future topics. ' |

Because CAFF disseminares information through the media, direct mail publications and public events,
the educational benefits of CAFF’s program reach far beyond the target group of growers. The growers,
however, become spokespeople for Eiological farming practices and watershed restoration, most
importantly among their grower-peers. They are pioneers and leaders in the effort to restore health to the
Bay Delta ecosystem. |

2. Proposed Scope of Work

A.Location . - Lo ' g . ,
‘CAFF will woik in Solano County and Merced County. In Solan we will work in partnership with the
Ulatis Resource Conservation District (URCD) and the Solano Counri\lr Water Agency (SCWA) located
in the Yolo Basin (Zone 10). (see Attachment E for maps and geographic coordinates.) Solano County
lies in the lower west side of the Sacramento Valley. Work will be conducted primarily in the Ulatis
watershed and border of the Putah Creek watershed. The Putah Creek and Ulatis Watersheds (including
Barker Slough) drain into the Yolo Bypass and then to the Sacramento River. Barker Slough is used for
drinking water in the cities of Fairfield, Vacaville and Travis Air Force Base. CAFF and URCD will take
focus particularly in the areas of Barker Slough, Pleasant Creek, Pleasant Valley Creek, Sweeny and Old |
Sweenv Creeks and Putah Creek. -

In MercedlCounty, CAFF will work in the Lower Merced River Watershed which is defined by miles 0 .
through 52 of the Merced River and Dry Creek, its only tributary. We will work with the Merced River
Stakeholders group, Stillwater Sciences, and the East Merced RCD to work with farmers and landowners
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in the Merced River watershed. These areas currently have a combination of uses — small farmers,
. grazing, row crops, orchards — and present a variety of water quality and habitat challenges.

B. Approach

Today these watersheds form regions that are impacted from development, land leveling, overgrazing,
irrigated farming, and gravel mining. There is a growing movement sparked by the CALFED Program

- to coordinate environmental management practices that bring together the public and private sectors in a-
“watershed improvement approach. The watershed approach is a strategy for effectively protectingand =~
restoring aquatic ecosystems and protecting human health. This approach involves a Ki h level o% . '
stakeholder involvement and finds integrated solutions that draw upon the expertise of many agencies. It
also measures success through data collection and analysis.

In this watershed approach, CAFF will provide extensive outreach and education to farmers and
landowners in the region, as described below. In Solano County, the Ulatis RCD and the Solano
County Water Agency will identify two sites for demonstrations to complement the educational
component. The demonstration sites will be used for clean-up, maintenance, revegetation, habitat
. restoration, water quality monitoring and evaluation. They will become models for the educational
. component of the program and will be used for hands-on demonstrations as well as illustrations for
watérshed management practices. |

In the Barker Slough region, CAFF’s role will be to highlight data and information gained from the work
currently being conducted and to disseminate it regionwide. Practices that are found to be successful
and/or cost-effective will be featured in educational settings for farmers and landowners. This will
include information about practices that are eliciting better water quality as well as rehabiration practices.
In this way, local people wiﬁ gain a better understanding of the relationship of their on-land practices and
the quality of their watersheds. |

CAFF a_i_ld its partnets propose the followiﬁg tasks: (also see Attachments F and G)
Task 1. Data Collection | | ‘l

The initial phase of the project will be devoted to multi-faceted research and planning. Research will be
conducted by CAFF, by coflaborators and by hired consultants.

The research will discover or identify:
' « R[egional historical watershed information ‘ :
» Patterns of agricultural inpur usage (pesticides, fertilizers) in the region
* Water use practices on farms and other land areas
* Specific water quality issues for each watershed in the region
» Agricultural geography and land use, including acres of grazing land, tree and row crops and other
land uses :
~ * Local agriculsure, land use and water use stakeholders in the region, e.g., which commodity boards,
_... which agencies, which local watershed groups - o I
* Regional businesses related to sustainable ag practices, e.g:, native plant nurseries -
* Sources growers use for information
* Barriers or perceived barriers to implementing beneficial ecological practices
* Kinds of incentives to develop for participating farmers/landowners (e.g., monitoring services, cost-
share programs, farm plans) '

Ulatis RCD will conduct historical research abour the ecosystem of the region. Historical information
will be used in the educational events to give farmers and landowners a long-term perspective about the
habitat where they work and live.

In Solano County, CAFF and URCD will conduct research into local ecosystem issues and farm and land

management practices, including raking site photographs of the areas to be used as demonstration plots.
The research will give us a snapshot of “the lay of the land,” and farmers’ management practices for
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comparative purposes later in the Li;roject. The results will also allow local stakeholders to design and
nailor educational events to meet the specific the needs of micro ecosystems. :

In Merced County, CAFF will use baseline data provided by Stillwater Sciences and EDAW, Stillwater’s

subcontractor. This data includes information on land uses, property ownership and water use in the

_ Merced River corridor. In addition, CAFF will work with contracted survey consultants to determine

- ‘what management practices are common throughout the watershed that may be impacting water quality -~
" of the river. S ' : o | S ' S o

In both Solano and Merced counties, CAFF will be responsible for a survey of land and farm :
management practices as well as farmers’ and landowners’ attitudes on the technical, economic and social
barriers (both perceived and real) to implementing best practices. This will allow us to determine how
best to engage growers and landowners as partners in the effort to restore the whole ecosystem. With the

information, CAFF will establish specific goals and objectives for each locale as well as indicators and end
points for local projects. It is very important that this step be done in conjunction with local partners.

Project planning and local implementation will begin as soon as possible. We will meet with local

farmers, landowners, and agency representatives to define the specific sites for work, We will convene a
local management team, which will meet to determine work plans. We will begin developing work plans

for the education and implementation phases. ' ' :

Task 2. Planning and Project Management

CAFF will be responsible for overall project management and coordination. This will include bringing
all the relevant stakeholders together, establishing meetings, and maintaining networks so that
‘stakeholders remain informed and active in the process. CAFF will establish a project management team
in collaboration with local partners. Local management teams will decide upon topics and issues for
educational events, engage ?oc_:al or other expertise for the events, and arrange activities on local =
demonstration sites. S ' ‘ ' R '

For Solano County, the Management Team will consist of Mark Cady, CAFF Deputy Program Director;
" Marcia Gibbs, Solano County RCD; Frank Morris, Solano County Water Agency (SCWA); Yolo
County RCD representative; growers/landowners (to be determined); a Natural Resources and
Conservation Service (NRCS) representative; and a Solano County Farmland and Open Space
representative.

The Merced County Management Team will consist of Gwen Huff, CAFF; John Kelsey, Rancher and
East Merced Resource Conservation District; Cindy Lashbrook, Four Seasons Ag. Consulting, Malia
Ortiz, USDA-NRCS Merced County District Conservationist; Christopher Robinson, Robinson Cattde
Company, Merced River Stakeholders Group; and other farmers/ landowners, consultants and agency
representatives s deemed necessary as the project progresses.

 Tush 3. Technical Assistance

Staff and management teams in each project areas will recruit eight to ten landowners to serve as’
participants where best management practices and other appropriate ecosystem improvements can be
made. '

The management teams will work with these participants to develop individualized farm or land use
plans. On a yearly basis, the management team will visit each of these sites to talk with landowners and
- determine if plan implementation is being carried out. The visit in year one will be used to gather
information for the individualized farm plans. These plans will help the landowner/growers make
beneficial management decisions in relation to water quality improvement and habitar reservation. The
management team will be available to make site visits and provide consulting to the project participants.

CAFF: Educating Farmers and Landowners in Biological Resource Management 7



Importantly, CAFF has a proven track record of farm technical assistance that reduces farm chemical
inpur »1sage, thus reducing farm impacts on water quality and habitat. The grower outreach models
pioneered and continually refined by CAFF use a peer learning model that, along with intensive grower
outreach activities, reaches far beyond the project participants. '

Task {.'Dembnktrdtz’on Activities (Solano County) -

As a result of the data collection process in Task 1, we will identify two sites, one in a riparian area and
one on working farmland to develop demonstration sites. We will record site conditions through
extensive photographs in order to start the problem/opportunity evaluation process including; .

* Dara collection and analysis

.« Definition of existing stream conditions and causes of disturbance

*+ Comparison of existing conditions to desired conditions (or reference conditions)

» Analysis of the causes of altered or impaired stream corridor conditions

« Determination of how management practices might affect stream corridor conditions, and

* Development of problem and opportunity statements. :

The partner organizations will hold on-site workshops with local landowners and other interested people
to show what the project will entail and how it will improve neighboring areas. Contractors, engineers or
technical advisors will be sought to provide advice for the project. If necessary, we will engage the services
of an engineer 1o specifically look at stream flow and downstream impacts.

We ! utilize the California Conservation Corps to assist with clean up and maintenance tasks (i.e.
brush dean up, weed control, dead tree removal, etc) to increase the viability of the wateshed area. With
the assistance of the Corps and local volunteers, native plants and grasses will be planted for habitat
restoration. The process will continue with a public workshop to explain and demonstraté hands-on
planting techniques. When site work is completed, we will again take photographs to show how the area
has been changed to improve its ecological habirat capacity.

Each demonstration site will show areas-where the growers/landowners implement practices presented in
the educational events, including Jower pesticide and herbicide use, cover cropping, rehabitation and
revegetation practices. The demonstration site work will culminate in an on-site field day, with the help
of the Management Team, to show the completed project.

Task 5. Educational Fvents

CAFF’s project will offer an intensive educational outreach prb[gram open to all members of the

communities in which we are operating, Our project teams wil wotk closely with 8 to 10 participating

‘ growers ot landowners in each region who agree o implement and demonstrate 4 set of ecologically
eneficial practices ontheirland. - . oo L Co , --

Project management teams will develop six educational events per year in each of the two project areas.
The teams will produce outreach information and presentations that address issues and ideas supporting
creek and river restoration and watershed health, The topic areas for these events include the following:
e . Each of the key management practices identified by the teams (e.g,, pesticide and herbicide
reduction, nitrogen budgeting, cover cropping, planting California native plants)
. Water quality issues and water use efficiency
" Watershed restoration issues (habitat restoration practices, ways to encourage wildlife)
Natuaral history of the local ecosystem including at-risk and endangered species
Agricultural tourism opportunities near restoration areas and on farms that practice wildlife-
friendly farming practices, '
e The use of market differentiation and special labeling for products produced on enrolled farms
that practice wildlife friendly farming practices '

CAFF: Educating Farmers and Landowners in Biological Resource Management 8



Educarional information will be presented in a variery of formats — workshops, on-farm field days,
demonstration events, one-on-one technical assistance. Where necessary, CAFF will engage technical
experts for disseminating information on issues such as nutrient management, creating uffer strips,
sedimentation and erosion control. ' ‘

- In addition, we will hold two regional watershed fairs in each of the two project areas, bringing together
* landowners, ‘agencies and others to discuss region-wide watershed issues. The purpose of these events will
be to highlight progress and assess future challenges facing the regions in maintaining and restoringa -

health watershed, and to give participating oarfamzations and businesses the opportunity to share their
wotk with landowners, farmers and the general public.

Concurrently with educational events, CAFF’s management teams will work with participatin
farmers/landowners to develop individualized farm_]a)iq}ans or land use plans. These plans will hglp the
farmer/landowner make ecologically beneficial management decisions about reduced risk practices and
habitat restoration techniques.

Task 6. Publications and Outreach

CAFF is particularly strong in leading outreach activities. We bring growers and others to ether for field
“demonstrations, produce high quality publications that provide technical information, an mobilize Jocal
stakeholder groups around issues. This will form the basis of our outreach efforts. Concurrent with
educational events, our Communications Department will produce fliers, meeting announcements, fact
sheets, informational materials, resource lists, newsletters, and Web site postings around local watershed
issues. These materials will engage diverse stakeholders and disseminate information to a wide audience.
Outreach strategies will be based on the results of the initial survey about artitudes, values and concerns.

" Media work will include generating press feleases, articles, and editorial pieces abour watershed activities
and pitching these to media oudets, both local and statewide. Maintaining relationships with a variety of
media outlers will be a crucial piece of this work. CAFF is uniquely equipped to do so with a
sophisticated media database and extensive media contacts. |
In ad ition, community relations will form a large portion of outreach. We are developing an
informational display to take to county fairs, farmers’ markets and agriculture shows. The display unit
will provide information about CAFF’s work in relation to biological farming and watershed restoration.
We will develop promotional materials that include current information about what is happening locally
in relation to habitat rescoration. :

CAFF will design and produce informational signs for identification of participants and demonstration
sites involved in the ha%itat and watershed restoration project. These will be posted at participating
project sites in both counties. ' ‘

Continuing extensive community relations and outreach will be crucial. CAFF will develop a speakers’

bureau of [ocal farmers and landowners. We will arrange for these speakers to talk-at community. .. -
organizations such as Lions Clubs, Chambers of Commerce and Soroptimists to inform communities
about habitat restoration activities taking place in their local regions. The best people to discuss these
issues are the farmers and landowners themselves. :

In year three, CAFF’s Communications and Program departments will collaborate on developing local
Farm Plan/Land Use Plan Workbooks. These workbooks will bring together all the elements gathered
during the research and the education phases and will serve as a practical and accessible outreach tool to
landowners. The books will feature straightforward information on implementing watershed restoration
and biological management practices that is suited to local conditions. They will focus on land use and
farm plans in order to help both farmers and landowners.
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Task 7. Evaluation and Assessment

CATFF has proven expertise in accounting for progress toward goals. The organization is equipped to
report on progress for both internal adaptive management and reporting to stakeholders, partners and
state and g;der'al agencies. Evaluation plans are described in detai below, as “C. Monitoring and

- Assessment Plans.” ' : o : e .

Task 8. Reﬁoﬁing

For this task CAFF will prepare quartetly narrative and budger reports. A final report at the close of the
project will recap the highlights, describe appropriate best management practices, discuss the sociological
and economic changes, shifting opinions, and identify the level of adoption of ecologically beneficial
management.

C. M= nitoring and Assessment Plans o .

CAFF will be responsible for project evaluation, and will use surveys to measuze impacts in the two
project areas. CAFF will subcontract to a survey consultant who will conduct pre- and post-project
surveys to.assess two dimensions: ecosystem management practices, and landowners’ perceptions and
attitudes abourt implementing new management practices. One survey tool will measure progress toward
ecosystem goals and objectives. A baseline survey will establish the extent to which growers employ the
practices. The post-project survey will help us assess changes farmers make in relation to each of the
specific management practices/ecosystem objectives identified in Work Plan Goals 2, 3 and 4 (see Eage 3)
above. The survey will be area-wide and will quantitatively assess a range of specific practices and the
degree of current implementation. -

_ The survey will be applied again at the end of the project to assess both the extent to which those
practices have increased over time, and to make comparisons between participants and non-participants
in the project. o - SRR

The second area of evaluation will be a susvey of farmers’ knowledge, perceptions and attitudes regarding
wildlife- and water-friendly management practices. This survey will assess factors that influence a grower's:
management style and decision-making process. Factors can be external (e.g., media/print information
sources, informational contacts, technologies available, crop type, acreage) or more subjective (e.g.,
personal values related to family and economic viability, personal values related to ideal farming practices,
the perceived barriers to adoption of sustainable agriculture techniques). Again, pre-and post-project
surveys will be administered in order to make comparisons.

The .coults of these surveys will be ecological as well as attitudinal indicators. They can assess the
relationship between the ecological probi%ems and farmers’ management practices. They can also be used
to assess factors that inhibit implementation of new management practices. CAFF will make results

. available to CALFED and other appropriate parties through both narrative reports and data compilation.

 The riparian and working farmland restoration projects in Solano County will use evaluation tools
unique to each project, including:

* Photographs _

» Percentage of vegetative cover or riparian vegetation

* Pesticide and herbicide use

* Trash loading ‘

* Nitrogen levels

After determining the best combination of these and other evaluation tools, we will develop a monitorin
and sampling plan with specific data management specifications unique to each site. The Ulatis RCD will
manage the evaluation process for the demonstration sites. |
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D. Data Handling and Storage i

Dara will be collected through means appropriate to its use. For example, documentation of restoration
sites will be conducted and oreanized by the Ulatis RCD. Surveys of participating growess, and the many
more atrending educational field days, will be organized by CAFF, using its proven methods for tracking
feedback and determining program improvement.

-The survey information collected will be mana,cied in a Filemaker Pro 3.0 database that is used to manage

- other surveys and in-house mailing lists of nearly 20,000 erowers and others interested in California

agriculture. CAFF has-managed survey data of this nature for years as part of its Biologically Integrated -
Orchard Systems (BIOS) project and statewide Lighthouse Farm Nerwork.

E. Expected Products/Outcomes

CAFF's work with its local partner organizations will raise the profile and awareness of crucial water
quality and habitat restoration challenges. The pro osed work, combining intensive outreach to growers
along with broader communications initiatives will encourage farmers anﬁ ranchers to learn innovative
farm management practices, talk with neighbors and peers :ﬁ)out their effectiveness, demonstrate the
practices for others, and encourage adoption of biologically based farming systems. Farmers recognize the
value of innovation, but need a ffrz'amework for learning more about it and for establishing new
management practices as part of the farm landscape in their watershed. Most importantly, the proposed
work makes excellent stewardship a highly promoted and accessible model in areas where critical water
quality and habita restoration challenges exist. - a

‘At the end of the project, CAFF will produce a worlbook for farmers and landowners. It will serve as a

hands-on reference ool for landowners who want specific technical information about practices they can
i

implement on their land to improve water quality, enhance wildlife, and restore vegeration and wildlife
habitat. : :

" CAFF will also develop a “Speakers’ Bureau” of ‘participating farmers and landowners who will address
" community and civic organizations such as the Lion’s Club, Rotary, League of Women Votets, and
Chambers of Commerce.

Final reports of the surveys will be compiled and made available to local agencies and other stakeholders
as soon as possible. They will work to inform both CAFF’s future strategies as well as build the research
and background necessary for other organizations to continue to adopt the learning partnership model of
working with farmers and ranchers in sensitive environmental conditions throughout the Central Valley
and in other parts of California.

F. Work Schedule
See Attachments F and G for a derailed task list and projected timeline for the entire project.

* The dara collection phase'is scheduled for the first six months of the project, from March 2001 through
August 2001. Outreach, communication and communicy relations will run for the duration of the
project. Educational events will begin immediately after the six-mornth research phase and will continue -

~until ‘the final quarter of the project. Assessment and evaluation will run for the final six months. o

Habitar development demonstration wotk in Solano County will run concurrently with the educational
events. From approximarely August 2001 to March 2002, maintenance and clean up activities will take
place followed by reconstruction, revegetation, and restoration. :

G. Feasibility :

The program model proposed herein is a refinement of the best elements used over the past six years in

CAFF’s %iological farming outreach and demonstration work through the BIOS program. The strategies

previously used have demonstrated that workin with local Management Teams, partnering with
rowers, and holding demonstration-based field days reaches growers and raises awareness of how
arming practices affect water quality and habirat. ‘
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An April 2000 report by the California Institute of Rural Studies demonstrates that CAFF’s biological -
farming outreach programs have changed grower practices. Over a three-year period, there is a clearly
demonstrated reduction in the use of pesticides and fertilizers affecting water quality. These practices are
adopted by other growers on a consistent basis as a result of focused outreach and education through field
days and dissemination of written marerials such as fact sheets and user friendly synopses of recent
research. Farmers are inherently curious, and innovative management practices that may help to increase
the bottom line do get attention: Growers have been quoted as saying, “T would say there’s probably as
much impact on non-enrolled [BIOS) growers as there is on enrolled growers. It’s getting peopleto-
?lxgaluate a difger'ent farming paradigm...1’s not only because of BIOS, but BIOS is fanning the flame.”
ence, 1998 ' : .

The peer-based learning model created by CAFF, coupled with extensive communications outreach, has
changed the way thar agricultural industries such as almonds and walnurs view the stewardship challenfées
facing growers. The Pest Management Alliances created in cooperation with the Department of Pesticide

Regulation atrest to this trend. This proposal suggests a similar strategic focus in designated watershed
zones.

The proposed work plan will not be substantially affected by weather or other restoration and
demonstration activities in the two regions. Restoration practices proposed in this work are common
techniques, but will be coupled with intensive communications outreach to raise the profile of the work -
both among local growers and the public. The Ulatis Resource Conservation District works closely with
other agencies in Solano County and dces not anticipate any overlapping work plans. ‘

D. Applicability to CALFED ERP Goals
The overall go:?lr of CAFF’s project is to “improve and maintain water quality by eliminating, to the
extent possible, toxic inputs into the waterways.” (Goal 6) This involves rezlcing pesticide, fertilizer

(nitrogen) and sediment loads into the waterways. The project also is designed to “protect or restore
functional habitat types throughout the watershed.” (Goal 4) Work towards these goals also addresses
Goal 1. which is to “achieve recovery of at-risk species.” We will concurrently reduce toxic inputs into the
environment and rebuild habitat. We will accomplish this by educating farmers and landowners about
land management and land use practices that improve water quality and riparian habitats. In addition, we
will establish demonstration sites where these practices are tested and modeled.

CAFF will reduce toxic inputs by establishing a program based on its successful BIOS model. A local
management team will identify the salient problems, enlist the participation of local farmers and
landownerss, create individualized land-use plans, and offer technical information and support for them to
reduce off-site ecological impacts. Simultaneously, we will teach and demonstrate ways to replace toxic
inputs with ecologically beneficial alternatives (native grasses, shrubs, cover crops, taifwater ponds). We
will address the costs and demands of agricultural production as compared to tEe implementation and
management of ecosystem restoration activities. We will demonstrate that ecologically beneficial
management practices create stable and self-sustaining environments that are cost-effective and beneficial
to humans as well as to endangered species. ‘ | -

" “In the Yolo Basin (Solano County), stream flow, stream erosion and natural sediment supply are crucial -

issues. In collaboration with the Ulatis RCD, CAFF plans to work in the Sweeney Creek, Old Sweeney - .

Creek region doing streambed restoration work and using the work as a model and demonstration site for
educarional purposes. Stream flow and connectivity to the Yolo Bypass and greater Yolo Basin is
impacted in this region. Vernal pools are also a concern in certain areas of the Ulatis region. Agricultural
practices such as disking and cultivation as well as overgrazing have degraded them, and this is another
area where educarion and technical support can have beneficial effects. '

In th~ Rarker Slough area, CAFF’s role will be primarily educational, since this area is already being
closely monitored through a CALFED grant. The crucial issue in this zone is the extremely Toor water
quality. The Solano County Water Agency and Ulatis RCD, in partnership with CAFF, will do -
community education and outreach in order to make farmers, landowners and the general public aware
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gﬁ the severity of the issues and encourage implementation of best management practices determined by
e project. . : :

The Merced River has challenges similar to those of the Yolo Basin, including altered stream flows, bank
erosion and loss of natural sediment supply. In addition degradation has altered the food web that
supports fish populations such as chinook salmon, splittail and possibly steelhead. Off-site impacts of
irrigated agriculture in the Merced River ‘Watershed may continue to harm the production of these
species due to contaminated runoff containing nutrients and agricultural chemicals and clearing-of
 streamnside vegeration. CAFF’s efforts to implement and promote ecologically beneficial land use and
agricultural practices will improve the water quality of the watershed and promote repopulation of the
Merced River by endangered species.

CAFF, is currently receiving CALFED funding for project #97-N20, titled “Reduction of Synthetic
Pesticides and Fertilizers in Five California Counties — The BIOS Strategy.” The primary goal is to
significantly reduce the use of pesticides and fertilizers that degrade warer qualiry. Specific pesticides
targeted for reduction are in the class of organophosphates, for example, diazinon, methidathion and
chlorpyrifos. An additional goal is to reduce use of synthetic nitrogen. The project works directly with
walnut arid almond farmers who voluntarily enroll in the Biologically Integrated Orchard Systems
(BIOS) program in order to institute a sexies of practices that benefit the ecosystem.

CAFF’s program is successful. At the heart of the project are the Lighthouse Farm Nerwork (LFN

meetings) and BIOS events and field days. CAFE sponsors approximately 130 meetings, educational

events, field days and demonstrations per year. These events in combination with our direct work with

growers have resulted in significant changes in farm management practices. The following are a few

results cited in follow-up studies: »

e Overall from 1995 — 1997, the BIOS growers (Merced and Madera counties) achieved a 58.2 percent
reduction in osganophosphate use relative to the non-BIOS growers. ‘ :

+ During the same period, BIOS growers reduced their use of diazinon by 91.3 percent. o

* In the class of pyrethroids, net reduction in loading on the part of BIOS growers was 80 percent. ‘
The insecticide Bt (Bacillus thuringiensis) is unique in that its action is biological rather than chemical
and has little off-site ecological impacts. BIOS growers used 27 times more Bt than non-BIOS
orowers. (California Institute for Rural Studies Repor, April 2000)

Another study showed that “uniformly, BIOS orchards report a significantly lower proportion of fields
treated with registered pesticides as compared with a matched group of cohort orchard fields...In the case
of almands, this share is now less than one-half; in walnurs about one-fourth.” (Villarejo and Moore,

1998)

With the current proposal, CAFF will expand this success to watershed focus. We will target not only
farmers but also landowners whose land impacts the watershed. We will address similar issues of pesticide -
and fertilizer use, and add on several watersﬁed components, such as revegetation with California native
species, techniques for creating tailwater ponds and ways to enhance habitat requirements for endangered

- species. In some areas we will partner with groups who have ongoing projects, emphasizing use of the.

© education and outreach components of our program.. - -
E. Qualifications

Jim Tischer, Executive Director, Community Alliance with Family Farmers

Jim Tischer’s diverse background includes work in agriculrural water use efficiency, biomass power
production and management of drainage problems in the San Joaquin Valley. He has served as Executive
Director of the Westside Resource Conservation District in oentr:ﬂ California and also managed a
diversified irrigation company. His past and present volunteer board service includes Habitat for
Humanity, Yopio County Arts Council and Katalysis Foundation. Mr. Tischer began his work at CAFF
in September 1999 and is focusing on program visioning, strategic planning, and building collaboration
opportunities.
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Reggie Knox, Director of Programs, Community Alliance with Family Farmers

Reggie Knox has worked on sustainable agriculture and land management for 18 years. He came to
CAFF in 1994 to coordinate outreach for the Biologically Integrated Orchard Systems program and has
coordinated the statewide Lighthouse Farm Network program since 1996. Mr. Knox is County
Supervisor Jan Beaurz’ appointee to the Sanra Cruz County Resource Conservation District Board of

" Directors. He worked for eight years with the California Certified Organic Farmers developing national

organic standards and inspecting farms throughout the Central Coast and the Central Valley. Mr. Knox
was a Rotary Foundation Graduate Research Scholar in sustainable agriculrural development and -
restoration ecology in Sri Lanka and India and has consulted in sustainable agriculture and community
development in Africa and the California Central Coast. '

Matk Cady, Deputy Director of Programs, Community Alliance with Family Farmers

Mark Cady has worked on the BIOS program since 1995. He has coordinated field projects and is :
currendy in charge of the continuation ofg local projects after their initial funding is completed. Mr. Cady
had his began his formal studies in agriculture at UC Santa Cruz. He experienced the lives of subsistence
farmers in the African Sahel during a two year stint with the Peace Corps. Prior to joining the BIOS team
at CAFF, Mr. Cady worked for four years at UC Davis, conducting applied agronomic and ecological
research. He has 2 B.A. in Biology from UC Santa Cruz, and an M.S. in International Agricultural
Development from UC Davis. ‘

Mr. Cady will oversee the farmer survey evaluation process.

Marcia Gibbs, Manager, Ulatis Resource Conservation District {URCD)

Marcia Gibbs is an experienced project manager with a background in agriculture. She has worked asa
planning specialist since 1992, in the Bay Area and in the Central Valley. Ms. Gibbs worked as the
BIOS Program Coordinator for CAFF for three years before moving to the Ulatis RCD. At CAFF, she
- coordinated all aspects of the BIOS program, including budgeting, staff supervision, strategic and

" . program planning, project coordination of local field days and workshops. ' She also undertook an

extensive grower survey process to document management practices of BIOS growers. Ms Gibbs brings
extensive experience to this project. At URCD she works with farmers and local landowners, providing
information on water issues, habitat enhancement and erosion and sediment control.

Ms. Gibbs will oversee the Solano County demonstration site analysis and evaluation.

Frank Morris, Water Resource Specialist, Solano County Water Agency

Frank Morris is an environmentancientisr specializing in environmental quality investigations and
program management. He has over twenty-five years of experience in designing, conducting, and
managing environmental programs for both the private and public sectors. In his current position, he is
responsible for watershed management programs, water distribution systems, conducting field
inspections, limnological and stream corridor investigations, data evaluation, and consulting contract
management. :

Judith Sams, Director, Communications .- . - . . B R
Judy Sams has been involved in communications and publishing for the past 18 years. She has overseen
the production of the 1998, 1999 and 2000 National Organic Directory, a 400-page comprehensive
farmer and wholesaler resource catalog with an annual budget of over $150,000. She also developed and
implemented marketing plans for the 1997, 1998 and 1999 directories. Additionally, Judy assists in
editing, proofing and writing for CAFF’s various publications. Ms. Sams has a B.A. in English from the
Pennsylvania State University. . : ,

F. Cost :
Budpeted costs for the proposed project total $1,066,593. Please see Attachment N for complete budget
details, including budgeting by task and subrask.
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G. Local Involvement ]

CAFF has garnered interest and suppor for this laro]ect from many local organizations and stakeholders.
In Solano and Yolo counties these include the following: :

Ulatis Resource Conservation District

Solano County Water Aﬁency (SCWA)

© Solano County Farmlands and Open Space -~~~ -~ . = o -
~ Joe Martinez, Solano County grower and President of Solano County Water Advisory Cominittee

Terry Riddle of Solano County Wildlife Committee : ' o S

" Yolo Land Trust _

Audubon Society of Yolo County

- John Anderson of Hedgerow Farms, Yolo County

Craig McNamara of Sierra Orchards, Yolo County

Dixonn RCD

Solano and Yolo Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS)

In the Merced region the following groups and individuals have expressed support:
East Merced Resource Conservation District

Merced Natural Resources Conservation Service

Merced Irrigation District '

Stillwater Sciences

Christopher Robinson, Robinson Cattle

Cindy Lashbrook, Four Seasons Ag. Consulting

John Kelsey, J & D Kelsey Ranch

Glenn Anderson, Anderson Almonds

CAFF has a reputation for building bridges ambng many stakeholders. All communications with the

* . listed cooperators have been positive and have indicated suppoft. We look forward to the opportunity to

- continue biological farming outreach for water quality and habitat improvement with these important -

local stakeholders.

H. Compliance with Standard Terms and Conditions

The applicant will comply with these terms and conditions. '
L. Literature Cited

Please see Attachment I.

J. Threshold Requirements

| Pleas_e see Attachment M.
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Table 1

About 85 percent of California’s developed water is used for irrigated agriculture.

The predominant source of pesticides in streams and rivers is generally believed to originate from

surface runoff, as.opposed to aerial deposition or subsurface flow. (Leonard, 1990; Spencer et al. 1985; '-

Majewski and Capel, 1995; Squillace and Thurman, 1992)

+~ Studies of pesticide loading in the San Joaquin Valley indicate the presence of OPs in the San Joaquin
River as a result of routine winter dormant sprays to control overwintering populations of Peach
Twig Borer (PTB). In one study in the Turlock area, investigators found “consistently poor water
quality” as a result of pesticide use. (Ross et.al,, 1997)

* “During the winter of 1991-92, water samples collected in the San Joaquin River watershed were
again found toxic to C. dubia and chlorpyfrifos and diazinon were implicated as a potential cause of
toxicity.” (Foe and Sheipline, 1993; in Ross, 1997) '

*  “Organophosphate (OP) insecticides have been routinely detected in winter water quality monitoring
projects coincident with storm events which follow the application of these OPs to dormant orchards

in the Sacramento and San Joaquin River watersheds.” (University of California fact sheet, October
1997)

Summary by county of groundwéter wells tested for presence of verified pesticide residues show
“high counts for San Joaquin, Stanislaus and Tulare counties. (Fresno is the highest.) (CalEPA DPR
- 1997) : - - - e . :

*  “The little that is known about the direct and indirect effects of toxic pollutants on the biota of the
estuary, including the eight species in this recovery plan, indicates that the problem is of major
proportions... The waters of the Sacramento-San Joaquin River estuary receive significant inputs of
toxic pollutants annually and the amounts and types are changing constantly. (U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service, 1995) '

“From a national perspective, agricultural pesticide use provides the greatest potential for
contamination of surface waters...Herbicide use has increased substantially since the 1960s and now
accounts for approximately 75 percent of the total agricultural use of pesticides.” (Larson et.al. 1997)

s In California’s Central Valley, growers apply a variety of substances to their crops that leach into the
water systems. For example, many nut growers apply dormant spraK pesticides during the winter
months in order to control pests. These pesticides, typically organophosphates (OPs) such as
diazinon, methidathion and chlorpyrifos, end up in rivers and waterways. (Ross, et.al., 1997)
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Table 3

INSTITUTIONAL RELATIONS FOR AGRICULTURAL TECHNOLOGY DEVELOPMENT: |
CONVENTIONAL VS. INNOVATIVE/ALTERNATIVE MODES

Coﬁi:eﬁfioﬁal-.’"Top-Doz'vn”- e o Innovative L_ink;iges and Relations
Transfer-of-Techriology Model ' for Technology Development

: Ed_ucational
and Research
Institutions

Educational &
Research Institutions
i Governmental
Extension 1
Agencies Agencies and
4 5 Policy Makers

Governmental Institutions FARMERS

and Policy Makers (r%:fc vf::;z’
: landowners) -
/ .
‘ Stakeholder
Agricultural Extension - Groups, e.g., -
Agencies (watershed
groups,
Commissions)
/

Pesticide/Herbicide/ Fertilizer
- Developers & Distributors

Farmers, Growers
Ranchers, Landowners

Adapted from: Thrupp, WRI: New Partnerships for Sustainable Agriculture, 1998



Key Elements of a People Centered,

Participatory Learning Model

Table 4

- Pedple centered

' Commumty based.

- Insﬁtutioﬁally supported

*  People-centered (peer) process of
learning and two-way
information flow/ communication

+ Local venues for information
transfer (in the field, home, café)

e Farmers sharing information
with each other and with
researchers

. Participation and empowerment
of farmers and communities

» Responsiveness to farmer needs
and mutual respect between
groups

Community organization as a basis
for implementation

Management teams comprised of
local farmers and stakeholders

Collaborative approaches and.
mechanisms for team work

Sensttivity to local economic and
risks management needs

Willingness to explore marketing
alternatives that benefit the
community as a whole

+  Partnering among institutions,
non-governmental :
organizations (NGOs), local
resource conservation groups,

_university extension services,
researchers, government
agencies

» Fffective coordination and
linkage mechanisms

» Creative management of
tensions; dynamic evolution of
relationships

» Political and economic support
system for alternative
practices

+  Efforts to promote polideé that
support sustainable
agriculture practices

CAFF: Educating Farmers and Landowners in Biological Resource Management

From: Thrupp, WRI: New Partnerships for Sustainable Agriculture, 1998




Attachment E

o , _At_tiiChmentIE: Maps and Coordinates

Following are maps of the proposed project areas in Merced,
Solano, and Yolo counties. Each element of the project will cover
substantial portions of the watersheds described in the proposal.

Coordinates were developed as a centroid of general work areas as
follows:

Merced County
120° 40" West Longitude

37° 25’ 30” North Latitude

Solano and Yolo Counties
121° 55" West Longitude
38° 27" North Latitude
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Attachment F

CAFF: Educating Farmers and Landowners in
Biological Resource Management Task List

Tasl 1: Data Collection

Subrask 1.1 ‘Coniduct baseline informarion and practices survey - - -

"CAFF will be responsible for surveying farmers and landowners about current farming practices to* -
assure 3 solid evaluation process.

Subtask 1.2 Conduct survey of barriers to implementation
CAFF will survey farmers and landowners about the technical, economic, and social barriers to
implementing biological farming and riparian habitat restoration practices.

Task 2: Planning and Project Management

Subtask 2.1 Establish Management Teams

A proven method for organizing stakeholders is to establish a peer-based Management Team who
work with growers and landowners to share new management ideas. The teams will be established in
two regions and will include staff and consultants along with personnel from agencies such as the
Natural Resources Conservation Service, Resource Conservation Districts, water agencies, and
representatives from agencies like the California Department of Fish and Game and the Deparcment
of Water Resources. |

Subtask 2.2 Hold quarterly management team meetings

The Management Teams will be paid a modest stipend, where appropriate, to participate at
educational events and meet quarterly with staff and consultants to discuss work plans, progress
toward goals, and outreach opportunities.

Subtask 2.3 Develop work plans |
The Management Teams, along with staff, will collaboratively develop work plans based on local
conditions, opportunities, challenges, and any changes that affect the adaptive management model.

Task 3: Technical Assistance

Subtask 3.1 Recruit landowners ‘ ‘
Staff and Management Team members will recruit 8 to 10 landowners in each region to serve as
 participants where best management practices and habitat restoration activities can be developed.

Subtask 3.2 Develop farm plans for each of the two project areas, . = = S

Each participating landowner will develop a farm plan in conjunction with staff and appropriate

- Management Team mermbers. The plans will provide a roadmap for water quality improvements and
habitat restoration, addressing the uniqueness and challenges of each property. The plans will
provide a framework for applicability of recommended practices for other landowners in the vicinity.

Subtask 3.3 Farm site visits :

On a yearly basis the Management Teams will visit each of the sites to talk with landowners and
explore how well the farm plans are being implemented and what kinds of challenges and .
opportunities exist. The first year’s visit will be used to gather information as the basis for the farm
plans.

CAFF: Educating Farmers and Landowners in Bz’ologital Resource Management



Attachment F

Task 4 Demonstration Activities (Solano County)

Subtask 4.1 Create plan for riparian and farmland clean-up and restoration.

In Solano County we will identify two sites for rehabilitation, one in a riparian area and another on
" working farmland. We will detérmine water testing needs, identify appropriate contractors or '
engineers, and arrange for labor needs. - T : 3

Subtask 4.2 Hold stakeholder meetings
These are crucial opportunities to hold an on-site workshop with all interested parties to explain
what the projects will enrail and how it will affect neighboring areas.

Subtask 4.3 Site preparation and restoration
In conjunction with the California Conservation Corps, we will clear debris and invasive vegetadon,
and excavate and clean the water channel if necessary. :

Subtask 4.4 Site rejuvenation

We will prepare the site for planting, eliminate weeds, and plant various native species to provide
beneficial insect habitar and enhance the area.

Task 5 Educétion Events

Subtask 5.1 Hold 6 events in Solano County and

. Subtask 5.2 Hold 6 events in Merced County | R ; s
* These educational events will involve proven activities including on-farm field days and indoor
workshops. Four Watershed Fairs, two for each region, will bring together stakeholders in the
watershed to share information on the state of the watershed and promote new opportunities to
improve watershed health

Task 6 Publications and Outfeach

Subtask 6.1 Media campaign and public refations

A media campaign to inform and educate the public about habitat and watershed activities will
include press releases (12/year), articles and editorials (4-8/year). Developing and maintaining
relationships with media contacts, and event advertising and Web postings (monchly) will also be
part of this task. These efforts will be based on the information obtained by the initial survey.

| . Subtask 6.2 Outreach for events

Outreach efforts will include the production of fliers (for 12 educational. events and 2 Watershed -
Fairs), announcements (for 12 events and 2 fairs), fact sheets (4 in year one, 2 in year two, 2 in year
three), and resource lists (2 in year one, 2 in year two) for events focusing on watershed management
issues. We will also develop a newsletter (2 issues/year), a section on the CAFF Web site and 2 '
tabletop display for showcasing successful habitat and watershed restoration at fairs, events and
agricultural trade shows. |

Subtask 6.3 Community relations activities -

By basing our media efforts on the results of the initial survey, we will be able to address local
concerns about habitat restoration through an information booth at county fairs, farmers’ markets
and local agricultural events and shows. We will develop a speakers’ bureau of local farmers and

CAFF: Educating Farmers and Landowners in Biological Resource Management
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landowners to inform the public about habirat and watershed activities occurring in their
communities.

 Subrask 6.4 Publications and media materials

Based on the results of the initial baseline survey, activities to be performed include execution of an

ongoing, targeted media campaign about habitat and watershed activities. We will develop systems

. and procedures for creating and delivering méssagesto targeted atidiences, measuring their impact,
and evaluating the process. |

Subtask 6.5 Workbook |

In cooperation with the Management Teams, we will develop a watershed and habitat restoration
workbooks in the third year. This workbook will provide information on restoration and biological
‘management suited to local conditions. :

The Management Teams will be responsible for gathering the data and information and formulating
a draft for the workbook to be completed by staff. CAFF will be responsible for design and
production wotk on the book as well as editing, printing and distribution. This will provide an
invaluable “how-t0” tool for farmers and landowners.

Task 7: Evaluation Activities

Subtask 7.1 Data entry

At the start of the project, photos and a vegetation and animal/species inventory will be taken in
Solano County. This will again be conducted three 1o six months after project completion for data
--on changes to the area. Survey data will be entered into CAFF’s established database system o
provide a baseline for later assessment.

Subtask 7.2 Database management _ :
Ongoing database management is a priority to assure up-to-date evaluation, consistency of data
formats, and current lists of both participating and potentially impacted farmers. Database
supervision and development is an important part of the darabase infrastructure that CAFF has buile
and will continue to improve in ways that adapt to new projects.

Subtask 7.3 Evaluation of program events .

CAFF’s extensive experience in managing program events targeted for farmers has built a strong

evaluation framework. Staff will use event evaluation forms, tracking of the numbers and types of

participants, and Management Team surveys to evaluate the effectiveness of program events. The
“questions will help determine if the event formar was appropriate for the topic, what topics
. -interested participants miost and -why, what new ideas emerged, and what evidence exists showing ~

that practices are being used on other farms or in other areas. In addition, CAFF’s program

evaluation always asks what elements of the event would we do differently in the future and why.

Subtask 7.4 Data compilation :

At the start of the project, CAFF will coordinate research on farmers’ and landowners’ attitudes and
barriers to implementing best management practices in relation to water quality and habitat. A
comparison survey will be conducted within six month of completion of the project. Dara will be
compiled and summarized to assute consistency throughout the project period. In addition, data will
include names, addresses, and interests of participating and other area farmers to support intensive
and ongoing outreach to people in the project areas. ‘

CAFF: Educating Farmers and Landowners in Biological Resource Management
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Subrask 7.5 Survey analysis

Survey development and dara entry and compilation will assure that CAFF produces a clear and
concise interpretation of survey results throughout the project. Importantly, consistent data
management will enable CAFF to analyze pre- and post-project survey results in detail to measure
. theextent to which water quality and habitat awareness among farmers is changing on-farm -

| Management practicés. . .. .- S Co o o '

Task 8 Reporting

Subrask 8.1 Quartetly narrative reports ‘

'CAFF produces clear narrative reports to bring program evaluation and reporting news and
perspectives to CALFED. These reporting systems are well established, and result in programs being
shared both with funding agencies and with other farmers and landowners receiving various CAFF
publications. -

Subtask 8.2 Quarterly budget reports .

CAFF’s experience with CALFED has built 2 strong accounting system capable of producing any
level of financial detail for quarterly budget reporting purposes. This subtask is a consistent portion
of accounting tasks for CAFF, and will remain so as we continue a partnership with CALFED.

Subtask 8.3 Final report

The final six months of the project period will incorporate the process of preparing a final reporr.
Both evaluation and reporting processes will help to determine the most detailed and relevant
reporting framework possible for production of a final report. The document will not only inform
funding agencies of progress toward goals, bur also inform CAFF on program strategies that work to
improve water quality and habitat through the transformation of farming pracrices.

CAFF: Educating Farmers and Landowners in Biological Resource Management
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Attachment H

Current CALFED Project Status
(#97-N20)

The Community Alliance with Family Farmers (CAFF) currently receives funding from
CALFED under contract agreement #97-N20 with the National Fish and Wildlife

- Foundation. The title of the project is “Reduction of Synthetic Pesticidesand =~ -
Fertilizers in Five California Counties — The BIOS Strategy.” CAFF is'in the third
and final year of funding for this project. _
CAFF’s CALFED project operates in both the Sacramento and San Joaquin River
watersheds. Counties being served include Stanislaus, Merced, Madera, San Joaquin
and Colusa. The primary goal of the project is to significantly reduce the use of
pesticides and fertilizers that have been shown to degrade water quality. Specific
pesticides targeted for reduction are in the class of organophosphates, for example,
diazinon, methidathion and chlorpyrifos. An additional goal is to reduce use of ‘
synthetic nitrogen. The project works directly with walnut and almond farmers who
voluntarily enroll in the Biologically Integrated Orchard Systems (BIOS) program in
order to institute a series of practices that benefit the ecosystem.

CAFF’s program has been very successful. In 1999, CAFF was awarded the Governor’s

Environmental and Economic Leadership Award in the category of Innovation. The award

letter states, “The caliber and impact of your work is impressive. You have .

demonstrated that environmental protection and conservation can be reconciled with

- - economic growth. Your commitment to.this goal is vitally important, and we '
- encourage you to keep up the exceptional work.” = S

- CAFF's project is based on farmer-to-farmer education and outreach. At the heart of
CAFF’s project are the Lighthouse Farm Network and Biologically Integrated Orchard
Systems (BIOS) events and field days. As a result of CALFED funding, CAFF has
sponsored approximately 75 meetings, educational events, field days and
" demonstrations per year. These events in combination with our direct work with
growers enrolled in the BIOS program have resulted in significant changes in farm
management practices. The following are a few results cited in follow-up studies:
+ Overall from1995 ~ 1997, the BIOS growers (Merced and Madera counties) achieved
a 58.2 percent reduction in organophosphate use relative to the non-BIOS growers.
» During the same period, BIOS growers reduced their use of diazinon by 91.3
‘-r‘perce‘n‘t. : - R T T
« - In the ¢lass of pyrethroids, net reduction in loading on the part of BIOS growers was -
80 percent. _

o The insecticide Bt (Bacillus thuringiensis) is unique in that its action is biological rather
* than chemical and has few off-site ecological impacts. BIOS growers used 27 times
more Bt than non-BIOS growers. :

(California Institute for Rural Studies Report, April 2000)

Additional studies show that “uniformly, BIOS orchards report a significantly lower
proportion of fields treated with registered pesticides as compared with a matched
group of cohort orchard fields...In the case of almonds, this share is now less than one-
- half; in walnuts about one-fourth.” (Villarejo and Moore, 1998)

CAFF: Educating Farmers and Landowners in Biological Resource Management
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CAFF has developed an extensive collaborative network throughout the CALFED
project, and has been instrumental in getting the almond and walnut Pest Management
Alliances (PMAs) established. These projects help bring biological farming and reduced-
risk practices to the attention of farmers in California. These PMAs are a partnership of

- ~ the Almond Board of California, the Almond Hullers and Processors Association, the

California Walnut Board, UC Statewide TPM and local Farm Advisors and several other
local stakeholders. They have been funded by the Department of Pest1c1de Regulation
for two years in a row.

It is clear that this project has changed how agencies work with the farming community
to find reduced-risk farm management practices. To assure efficient outreach and public
relations, CAFF conducted a complete overhaul of its computer information systems.
We created a fully integrated CAFF database and staff members were trained to use the
new system.

The media campaign has generated extensive coverage, with articles appearing in
numerous trade journals and newspapers, and print advertisements on pesticide
reduction appearing in the high profile Nut Grower magazine. The 1999 Farm Tour
showcased three orchards managed with biologically integrated methods, and this
year’s Farm Tour will showcase two farms in Yolo County. These growers not only
use biological practices, but have invested in habitat restoration practices such as
plantmg native grasses and estabhshmg ta]lwater ponds

Asa result of CAFF's BIOS program, similar programs have ﬂourlshed throughout the o
‘state and reduced-risk practices are becoming- more institutionalized. Several
Biologically Integrated Farming Systems (BIFS) programs were modeled directly after
BIOS and have reduced use of inputs such as methyl bromide, herbicides and fertilizers.
Presently CAFF, the UC Sustainable Agriculture Research and Education Program (UC
SAREP) and the Sustainable Agriculture Working Group (SAWG) are working to
educate growers about the California Biological Agriculture Initiative which, if passed,

- will allocate increased state fundmg for sustainable agriculture research and education.

The work CAFF has done reflects great strides forward in implementing reduced-risk
practices in the field. These reductions in pesticide use and other toxic inputs are well
documented. CAFF continues to successfully educate farmers and others about the

~ ecological and economic benefits of biological management practices.

CAFFE: Educating Farmers and Landowners in Biological Resource Management
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Technical Advisory Committee Members

CAFF is developing a Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) to provide

additional expertise on technical issues for this project. We will locate individuals in
- various statewide agencies and non profit organjzations who have a broad base of .
experience and knowledge in watershed and ecological issues.

Members of the TAC will be asked to make themselves available to project staff at times
when technical questions arise that are beyond the knowledge base of CAFF and our
partner organizations. TAC members will meet as a group with project collaborators at
least three times during the project and will also receive quarterly project updates.

The followmg individuals have agreed to be on the TAC:

Dawit Zeleke, Agricultural Programs Manager, The Nature Conservancy
Neil Dubrovsky, Central Valley Programs Chlef, U.S. Geologjcal Serv1ce

Robert Bugg, Ph.D., Director of Information Services, University of California
Sustainable Agriculture Research and Education Program (UC SAREP)

Steven Shaffer, Senior Agrlc:ultural Biologist, Office of Pesticide Consultation and
Analy51s California Department of Food and Agrrculture :

' Vashek Cervmka Agrlcultural Engineer, Cahfornla Department of Water

Resources

CAFF: Educating Farmers and landowners in Biological Resource Management
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Letters of Disclosure of Potential Conflict of Interest



CalFed Bay-Delta Program
1416 Ninth Street, Suite 1155
Sacramento CA 95814

 April 21, 2000
To CalFed Bay-Delta Program,

I am writing to disclose that I am currently serving as a consultant to CAFF
and as a member of the Bay Delta Advisory Council (BDAC). Under conflict of
interest rules (California Government Code Section 1090 and 1091), my
interest appears to be “remote.”

When I am present at BDAC meetings during which Ecosystem Restoration
funding is under discussion, I have not only disclosed my potential interest,
but have also left the room so as not to be present during the discussion.

My contract with CAFF expires December 2000. My duties include strategic
planning and policy analysis. My position would not be funded by work
described iri the current proposal to the CalFed Ecosystem Restoration

- Program, or in any previous proposals

' Sincerely,
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Letters of Support for the PfdPoééd Project

East Merced Resouxce Conservation District

Stillwater Ecosystem, Watershed, and Riverine Sciences
H. G. Kelsey Ranch

Four Seasons Ag Consultihg

USDA. Natural Resources Conservation Service, Dixon

Ulatis Resource Conservation District
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2 East Board of Dirstors

S Merced Everalt VidtraJr., Prasident  Bill Hoffkenechi 2135 W. Wardrobe Ave, Ste, €
e Resouece Tim Johnson, Vics Prexident - Robert Bliss Merced, CA 95340
Conscrvation Jon Kelsey, Sec./Treagurer Glenn Anderson {209) 7224119 ext, 3
a District _ Norman Montegue FAX {209) 725-2964
M.ay 12, 2000 _
o Ja.mes szcher

Community Alliance WIth Fatmly Farmers
P.O. Box 363
Davis, Ca 95617-0363

Dear Mz, Tischer,

We are pleased to provide this letter of support for the Community Allisnce With Family Farmers’
proposal, “Educating Farmers and Landowners in Biological Resource Management”. This is an
education program for farmers, ranchers, and landowners within the Merced River Watershed regarding
biclogic resoutce management.

This program addresses concerns raised by the CALFED ERP, in which water diversions,
sediment load, and agricultural run off, are a major contributors to Bay Delta species and water problems.

* The benefits to this proposal are many:

Better and more efficient use of irrigation water
Biological integrated farm management to reduce chemical loads
Fertilizer use efficiency, the use of organic fertilizers
. Sediment reduction, non-point pollation
Habitat enhancement

e b o o O

‘We are pleased to be active participanss in this project and to work with CAFF to reach out to
local landowners and provide information regarding biologic resource management. We believe that this
collaborative project will help bring the community, landowners, and the resources together to preserve,
mamtam, and enhance the Merced Rlver Watershed in our area.

" .The East Merced Resource Consewanon D;stnct suppmm CAFF 8 propesal and looks forward to
working os this impottant watershed project.

Thank you,

@fﬂﬁf/wmﬂ-

Everett Vieira Jr.
President
East Merced Resource Conservat:on District



E~12-2008 3:55FM FROM STILLWATER SCIENCES 51@ 848+8398

Stillwater Ecosystem, Watershed & Riverine Sciences
2532 Durant Avenue Suite 201

. Berkeley, CA 94704

Phone (510) 848-8098 Fax (510) 848-8398

May 11,2000

James Tischer

Community Alliance With Family Farmers
P.O. Box 363

Davis, CA 95617-0363

Dear Mr. Tischer:

Stillwater Sciences supports your proposed CALFED proposal to educate farmers and

landowners in biological resource management. Stllwater Sciences is a project partner with
- Merced County in the Merced River corridor restoration planning efforts, conducted in

conjuction with the Merced River Stakeholder Group, Merced Irrigation District, California

Department of Fish and Game, and the Merced River Technical Advisory Comunittee. As part of )

these efforts, we are working with farmers and other stakeholders to identify restoration
opportunities and develop a restoration plan for the Merced River. We are pleased to be working
with CAFF to make our respective projects complementary to leverage the highest efficiency for
meeting our mutual project objectives. We support CAFF in this collaborative project to help
bring the community and its resources together to preserve and enhance the watersheds within
Our regional area. ' ‘

FAMERCED~-2\6000_O-~11051 ICAFF.TRN



H.G. Kelsey Ranch
PO, Box 324
Soelling, Ca 95369

May 12, 2000

James Tischer

Community Alliance With Famﬁy Farmers
PO Box363 ‘
Davis, Ca 95617-0363

Dear Mr. Tischer,

My name is Jon Kelsey, I live within the Merced River watershed near the small town of Snelling.
Our family has farmed and ranched in the Merced River floodplain and adjacent areas here since 1852

In the last twenty years or so there have been major changes in relation to the historic use of the
land. Old dry land farming and cattle grazing lands kave now become vineyards, orchards, and other
intensive agnculture uses. The use of pesticides, commercial fertilizers, deep ripping, to achieve success
~ for these uses is becoming more prevalent and necessary to maintain this type of “new agnculmre

The results of these new agricultural processes are becoming quite apparent; loss and
disappearance of sensitive habitats such as vernal pools and riparian areas, increased sediment load in the
creeks and streams from run-off as a result of development of orchards and vineyards that was previously
range land, higher nutrient loads being discharged into the watershed from these more intense agricultural -

- operations, and increased pressure to sub divide and parcel these lands as many. of the operations are not
economically viable in the long term view of things.

This is why the Community Aliiance With Family Farmers” proposal, “Educating Farmers and
Landowners in Biological Resource Management™ could become an important mechanism in creating
change in the current non-sustainable trends we are seeing in our agricuitural community. This is an
education program for farmers, ranchers, and landowners within the Merced River Watershed regarding
biologic resource management. If more awareness is spread through the community regarding the effects
of current practices, the interactions of the biologic system, not only on the landowners® property, but on
the whole watershed, then we may able to start to address the problems that are being created from the
current non-holistic appmach

- We at the Kelsey Ranch support CAFF’s proposal “Educating Farmers and Landowriers in

Biological Resource Management” and looks forward to working with our neighbors on this important
‘watershed project.

Thank you,

/M’@%

Kelsey Ranch



Four Seasons Ag. Consulting, Inc.

12230 Livingston-Cressey Road
Livingston, California 85334
(208) 394-1420

May 11, 2000

James Tischer

Community Alliance with Family Farmers
P.O. Box 363

Davis, CA 95617-0363

Dear Mr. Tischer:

This letter is in support of the proposal you are submltt:ng to CALFED with the
purpose of educating farmers and landowners in the practices of blologlcal
resource management. As an independent crop consultant, a farmer and -
landowner of 70 acres along the Merced River | know that many of the
management practices you will be promoting are very feasible. As in the BIOS
project that | participated in, the value of the education, demonstration and
technical support that would be made available to the stakeholders along our
locat rivers would be great. The positive impact of this project on our water
quality, aquatic systems, and sense of community cooperation will be hastened
and expanded. As a member of the Merced River landowners and general
stakeholders group, | know that we would welcome your input and participation in
our learning to care for our river in an environmentally and economically feasible
way.

" We offer our support and active participation to this project.

Slncerely, |

@MM Q mem



USDA ‘United States Natural 1170 North Lincoln, Suite 110
Department of Resources Dixon, CA 95620
= Agriculture Conservation: (707) 678-1655 ext. 3
Service FAX (707) 678-5001
5/4/2000

James T1scher

Community Alliance with Famlly Farmers
P.O. Box 363

~ Davis, Ca 95617-0363

Dear Mr. Tischer,

The Dixon Field Office of the Natural Resources Conservation Service supports your
proposed CALFED project to educate farmers and landowners in biological resource
management. We are very excited by the opportunity to work with CAFF on this
educational proposal. The NRCS and our sister agencies the resource conservation
districts, are increasingly looking at the watershed affect of individual actions and
seeking to educate landowners of the downstream impact of their practices.

The geographic location of this project area of Ulatis Creek, including Barker Slough,

" and Putah Creek matches the Dixon Field office Environmental Quality Incentive

‘Program Prospect-Cache Slough Watershed proposal. ‘The proposal was submitted in

1999 and while not funded this past year, we are hopeful of funding in the future. The -
EQIP proposal identifies 138,00 acres of irrigated agricultural land within the CAFF
education grant watershed needing conservation assistance. If funded, our EQIP program
would provide cost-sharing for on farm practices to improve water quality, decrease

runoff, reduce soil erosion, control invasive weeds, reduce pesticide applications reduce

offsite pesticide effects, improve grazing mangement, protect riparian areas, and other
practices. This CAFF proposal will provide an excellent medium to educate landowers to
adopt these enhancement practices.

Thank you for the opportunity to partner on this important project.

S S.ihderely, |

(et /

District Conservationist

. Walt Cheechov

The Natural Resources Conservation Service,
formerly the Soll Conservation Service,

is an agency of the .
United States Department of Agriculture ‘ AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER
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Ulatis Resource Conservation District
1170 N. Lincoln, Suite 110 - Dixon, CA 95620 - Phone: (707) 678-1655

 May 12,2000

James Tischer

Community Alliance With Family Farmers
P.O. Box 363

Davis, CA 95617-0363

Dear Mr. Tischer:

The Ulatis Resource Conservation District (URCD) is pleased to be a
collabarator on your proposed CALFED project to educate farmers and
landowners in biological resource management. We look forward to working
closely with CAFF and the Solano County Water Agency to promote learning
partnerships that produce positive results. We believe this collaborative project

will help bring communities and resources together to preserve and enhance the
watersheds within our regional area.’ :

Through a combination of demonstration sites, field days and informational
pieces, the project will promote good communication, collaboration and provide
needed technical information about ways to preserve and enhance the
ecosystem for the benefit of the entire watershed.

We support and look forward to working on this important project.

Sincerely,

Marcia Gibbs
Manager, URCD

CONSERVATION - DEVELOPMENT - SELF-GOVERNMENT
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COMMUNITY ALLIANCE -
WITH FAMILY FARMERS

" PO. Box 363
Davis, CA

85617-0363

Phone:!
530.756.8518
Fax:

530.756.7857

E-rmaif:

caff@caff.org

Web sive:

www.cafforg .

)

)

Board of Directors

Mark Wall

President

Britt Yamamoto
Vice President

Mickelle

Mascarenhas .
. Seerotary .

Linda Cole

Treasurer
" Lisa Brenneis
Terry Harrison
Lawrence fafe
Barbara Melster
Robert Ra:ldﬁs
Mike Rukland

Sunny Shine

" May 10, 2000

Betty Woo

Chair, Yolo County Planning Commission
292 W. Beamer : ‘
Woodland, CA 95695

Dear Ms. Woo,

"The Community Alliance with Family Farmers is submitting a
proposal to the CalFed Bay-Delta Program for the years 2001
through 2003. We plan to do work in your area and therefore
are sending you a copy of our proposal for your perusal. We
wish to coordinate and cooperate with local agencies as much as
possible. '

Our proposal fits primarily into the education category. Its
primary purpose is to educate farmers and other landowners -

about watershed issues and ecological farm management

practices. We also plan to work in conjunction with Marcia

- Gibbs of the Ulatis Resource Conservation District and Frank

Morris of the Solano County Water Association as well as with
Katie Pye of the Yolo County RCD. Work with them may
involve some on-land activities, which may need your approval.
Please feel free to contact Marcia Gibbs at (707) 678-1655 for
further information. Also feel free to contact us at CAFF for a
more detailed discussion of our planned work. You may
contact Mark Cady, Deputy Director of Programs at (530) 756-
8518 exin.20. |

Sincerely,

: %w;(a%w-

Jeri L. Ohmart
Grants Coordinator
CAFF
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COMMUNITY ALLIANCE
WITH FAMILY FARMERS

P.O. Box 363
Davis, CA

95617-0363

Phone:
530.756.8518
Fax:

530.756.7857

E-mail:
caff@caff.org
Web site:

www.cdff.org

=

9

Bourd of Directors

Mark Wall

President

Britt Yamaniofo
Vive President

o Michelle

Mascarenkas .

5 ecretary .

Linda Cole

Treasurer
Lisa Brenners
Terry Harrison

Lawrence [ofe

Barbara Meister

Rober! Raulkis
Mike Rubland

Sunny Shine

. May 10, 2000

Bob Smith, Planning Director

Merced County Planning Commission
2222 M Street

Merced, CA 95304

Dear Mr. Smith,

~ The Community Alliance with Family Farmers is submitting a

proposal to the CalFed Bay-Delta Program for the years 2001
through 2003. We plan to do work in your area and therefore
are sending you a copy of our proposal for your perusal. We
wish to coordinate and cooperate with local agencies as much as
possible.

Our proposal fits primarily into the education category. Its
primary purpose is to educate farmers and other landowners

‘about watershed issues and ecological farm management
‘practices. However, we also plan to work in conjunction with

Christopher Robinson of Robinson Cattle and Rhonda Reed,

. the Anadromous Habitat Restoration Coordinator. Work with

them may involve on-land activities, which may need your
approval. Please feel free to contact Christopher Robinson at
(209) 722-2502 or Rhonda Reed at (559) 243-4005 for further
information. Also feel free to contact us at CAFF for a more
detailed discussion of our planned work. You may contact.
Mark Cady, Deputy Director of Programs at (530) 756-8518
extn. 20.

Smcerely,

“ %Ow\cf (@,ﬂumad—’

Jeri L. Ohmart
Grants Coordinator
CAFF



COMMUNITY ALLIANCE
WITH FAMILY FARMERS

PO, Bor 363
Davis, CA

95617-0363

Phone:
530.756.8518
Fax:

530.756.7857

E-mail:
caff@caff.ory
Web site:

wivw.caff.org

SR

Board of Directors

Mark Wall
President

Britt Yamaniolo

Vice President

Michelle
Mascarenhas

L ,S'r:r:.‘trry T

Linda Cole

Treasarer
Lisa Brenneis
Terry Harrison
Lawrence Jafe

Barbara Meister
Robert Rautkis
Mike Ruhland

Sunny Shine

 May 10,2000

Reed Robbins

Chair, Solano County Planning Commission
601 Texas St. ‘
Fairfield, CA 94533

Dear Ms. Robbins,

' The Community Alliance with Family Farmers is submitting a

proposal to the CALFED Bay-Delta Program for the years 2001

‘through 2003. We plan to do work in your area and therefore

are sending you a copy of our proposal for your perusal. We
wish to coordinate and cooperate with local agencies as much as
possible. . : :

Our proposal fits primarily into the education category. Its
primary purpose is to educate farmers and other landowners
about watershed issues and ecological farm management
practices. However, we also plan to work in conjunction with
Marcia Gibbs of the Ulatis Resource Conservation District and
Frank Morris of the Solano County Water Association. Work
with them may involve on-land activities, which may need your
approval. Please feel free to contact Marcia Gibbs at (707) 678-
1655 for further information. Also feel free to contact us at
CAFF for a more detailed discussion of our planned work. You

- may contact Mark Cady, Deputy Director of Programs at (530}

756—‘8518‘ extn. 20.

Sincerely;

St Gt

Jeri L. Ohmart
Grants Coordinator
CAFF



“Environmental Compliance Checklist

All applicants must fill out this Environmental Compliance Checklist. Applications must contain answers to the
following questions to be responsive and to be considered for funding. Failure to answer these questions and

include them with the application will result in the application_being considered nonresponsive and not
. considered for funding. = . R L R

1. Do any of the actions included in the proposal require compliance with either the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA), the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA), or both?

YES NO

2.  If you answered yes to # 1, identify the lead governmental agency for CEQA/NEPA compliance.

Lead Agency

3. Ifyouanswered no to # 1, explain why CEQA/NEPA compliance is not required for the actions in the proposal.
The proposed project s an education projedanly,

4. If CEQA/NEPA compliance is required, describe how the project will comply with either or both of these laws,
Describe where the project is in the compliance process and the expected date of completion. '

5. Wil the applicant require access across public or private property that the épplicant does not own to accomplish the

activities in the proposal?

YES . . . No

If yes, the applicant must attach wriften permission for access from the relevant property owner(s). Failure to include
written permission for access may result in disqualification of the proposal during the review process. Research and
monitoring field projects for which specific field locations have not been identified will be required to provide access
needs and permission for access with 30 days of netification of approval.



Land Use Checklist

All applicants must fill out this Land Use Checklist for their proposal. Applications must contain ansyxr-ers to the
following questions to be responsive and to be considered for funding. Failure to answer these questions and

include them with the application will result in the application being considered nonresponsive and not

S

: Do-tilé actions"_iril thé proposal in#blve pﬁysi'ca.l éh’ahgés’ to the laxid(i;e. grading, plahting vegetaiidh, or bi’eéching léveés)

considered for fundin g

or restrictions in land use (i.e. conservation easement or placement of land in a wildiife refuge)?

__X_ | | : e

YES : | NO

IfNO to # 1, explain what type of actions are involved in the proposal (i.e., research only, planning only).

' - e~ -

IfYES to # 1, what is the proposed land use change or restriction under the proposal?

ﬂt(e wi// bi- H}Oaﬂ‘a.n ermdd Nbr[cl\:\j Am{anJ lr‘eu;fg_fn#r'om..‘_

not op lhenble, as sites ore r__u_:_'!

If YES to # 1, is the land currently under 2 Williamson Act contract? —>
. . jc"" c(&h A ¢-C(
: . et clefmomia

IfYESto#1, answer the following; "L/ a

Current land use
Current Zoning S )
Current general plan designation

If YES to #1, is the Iand classified as Prime Farmland, Farmland of Statewide Importance or Unique Farmland on the

‘Department of Conservation Important Farmland Maps? p) /a_

YES '  NO . . . DON'TKNOW

If YES to #1, how many acres of land wiH be subj_eé_t to physical change or land use restrictions under the proposal? h—/a .

.

If YES to # 1, is the property currently being commerecially farmed or grazed?

v . | | |

YES : , | S NO "

If YES to #8, what are : the number of employees/acre 7 /ﬂ

the total number of employees




" OFFICIAL'S NAME

STATEOFCA:UFOHMA o , . ¥
: NQNDISCHIM[NATION COMP_LIANCE STATEMENT

STD. 19 (REV. 3-85) FMe

COMPANY NAME

sie compaiuy named above (hereinafter referred to as "prospective contractor”) hereby certifies, unless

specifically exempted, compliance with Government Code Section 12990 (a-f) and California Code of
Regulations, Title 2, Division 4, Chapter 5 in matters relating to reporting requirements and the ,
development, implementation and maintenance of a Nondiscrimination Program. Prospective contractor

agrees not to unlawfully discriminate, harass or allow harassment against any employee or applicant for

employment because of sex, race, color, ancestry, religious creed, national origin, disability (including

HIV and AIDS), medical condition (cancer), age, marital status, denial of family and medical care leave

and denial of pregnancy disability leave, | |

- ‘GERTIFICATION .

I the official named below, hereby swear that I am duly authorized to legally bind the prospective
- contractor to the above described certification, I am Sfully aware that this certification, executed on the
date and in the county below, is made under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California.

Jormes . Tisceer | Execunive Dicector.

DATE EXECUTED EXECUTED IN THE COUNTY OF

May \‘-k‘lbpe—\ __ _ | . Yore COFF“hj

Execunive Didecror.

PROSPECTIVE oo!@(.qcron's LEGAL BUSINESS NAME
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State of California DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES . The Rescurces Agency

Agresment No.

Exhibit

STANDARD CLAUSES -
SERVICE & CONSULTANT SERVICE COVTRACTS FOR $5,000 & OVER WITH NONPUBLIC E\TTITIES

' Wo: kers' Compens:ttwn Clauhe. Comrm.tor .xt'hrm:. rh.n itis aware of thc prows:ons ot Su.hon s700 of the California Labor Code \\htch rcqu:n. cvery

* cinployer 1o be insured against liability f5t workers' compensation or'to undertake self-iisurance fn accordance \.\.uh the prmmom of that Code, and Contm.tor'- o

affirms that it will comply with such provisions before commencing the pcr['ormanu_ of the work under this eontract.

National Labor Relations Board Clause. [naccordanee sith Public Contract Code Section 10296, Contractor declares under penalty of perjury that no more
than one tinal, unappealabdle finding of conternpt of cour? by a federal court has been issued against the Contractor within the immudiately preceding two-vear
period because of Centractor's thilure 1o comply with an order of a federal eourt which orders Contractor to comply with an order of the national Labor Relaions

. Board. :

Nondiscrimination Clause. During the performance of this contract. the recipient.Ceontractor and its subcontractors shalf not deny the contracts beneiiis to
any person on the basis of refigion. color, ethnic group identification, sex. age, ph»s:cal or mental disability, nor shall they dlbcnmuntc. unlaw{ully agains any
employee or applicant for employment because of race, religion, color, national origin, ancestry, physical handicap, mental disability. medica! condition. marital
status, age (over 40), or sex. Contractor shall insure that the evaluation and treatment of employees and applicants for employment are free of such diseriznication.
Contracter shall comply with the provisiens of the Fair Employvment and Housing Act (Government Code Section 12900 et seq.). the regulations promulgated
werannder (California Adrinistrtive Code, Title 2. Sections 728350 et seq., the provisions of Article 9.3, Chapter 1. Part 1. Division 3. Title 2 of the Government
CondeGovernaient Code Seetions 11135 - 11134 33 and the regulations or standards adopted by the awarding State ageney to inplentent such artiele, Conirctor
ur rulr.uu shall permit aceess by represettatives of the Departmeint of Farr Employment and Housing and the awarduig State ageney upon rensonatic sotice
atamy 2ine Juring the normal business howurs., but in ne ease los

s than 24 hewrs” notiee, to such of its books, revords. avcounts, other sources of information and
s Lacilities as said Department or Ageney shall require to aseertun complianee with this clause. Recipient, Contractor and its subeontractors shall give written
nctice of their obligations under this clause to laber organiz mions with which they have a co]lcct:n bargaining or other agreément, 'I'lv. Contmc.tor shall inviude:

the n wnhscrm mauon ‘and wmphanw prom:ona of this clause in all sub\.omrat.ta ] p 'torm wor under thu sontract. : : o :

Stutemnent of Complinnce. The Contmctpr’s signamrc ;tfﬁ.\:ed hereon and datcd shull constitutc a certifieation undcr penalty of perjury under the ks s of the
Sete of California that the Contractor has, unless exempted. complied with the nondiserimination program requirements of Government Code Scetion 12990
and Titje 2. California Code of Regulations. Scection 8103, :

Performance Evaluation. For consulting servive agrecmients Cmatr W' perlormanee under this contract Wil be evaluated after completion, A negative
valuation will be fiied with tie Departiment of General Service

V

Availahifity of Funds. Work 1o be perfonned unduer this contract is subject to mvailability of funds through the Staie's norma buduet proctss.
k I ] ) & 2

Audit Clause. For contacts in excess of S [ UDU the coniracting parties shall be subject to the examination and audit of (h;. State Auditor fora per 1 orthres
veers after firal pavment under the contract. (Government Code \u.non 8346.7).

Payment Retention Clause. Ten pcrccnt of anv proszrcss payments that may be provided for under this contract shall be withheld per Publie Contract Code
Sections 10346 and 10379 pcndmg sat::st'acton comp[uuon ot ai[ services undcr thu contract.

o :Rclmbumcment Clause. If' dpphx.abl:. travel :md p‘r du.m <.\puN.s 10 "u. mmburst.d lmdv.r :hxs LOlltﬂLt shall bu at the same rates th:, State provides h)r" )
» tnrepresented emplovees in accordance with the provisions of Title 2. Chapter 3. of the Cahforn:a Codn. of Regulaticns. - Contractor's desigrated Feadquarters .
for the purpose of computing such expenses shall be:

‘Disabled Veteran Business Enterprise Participation Requirement Audit Clause. Contracter or vendor agrees that the svararg
.department or its detegates will have the right to review, obtain, and copy all reeords pertaining to pertormanee of the contract. Contractor or verdor sgrees io
provide the awarding department or its delegatee acsess to its preniises. upon reasonable notice, during normal business hours for the purpese of interviewing
employees and inspecting and copying such books. records, accounts, and other material that may be relevant 1o a marter under investigation for the purpose ot
determining complianee with Public Contract Cade Section 10113 elseq. Contractor or vendor turther agrees to maintain such records for a period of three (3
veirs atter final payment und=r the contract. Title 2 CCR Section 1896.73. : '

Priority Hiring Considerations. For contracts in excess of 3200.000, the Contractor shall give priority consideration in filling vacancies in positions fund=d
by the contract to qualified recipicnts of aid under Welfure and [nstitutions Code Section 11200,  Public Contract Code Section 10333).

DWR 4099 (Rev. 9/95) SIDE A



State of California . DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES The Resources Agency

Agreement No.

Exibit

ADDITIONAL STANDARD CLAUSES

Recycled Materials. Contractor hereby certifies under penalty of perjury that {enter value or “0" here) percent of
the materials, goods and supplies offered or products used in the perfomance of this Agreement meets or exceeds the
minimum percentage of recycled material as defined in Sections 12161 and 12200 of the Public Contract Code.

Severability. If any provision ‘'of this Agreement is held invalid or unenforceable by any court of final jurisdiction, it is
the intent of the parties that all other provisions of this Agreement be construed to remain fully valid, enforceable, and
binding on the patties. :

Governing Law. This Agreement is governed by and shall be interpreted in accordance with the laws of the State of
California. :

| Y2K Language. The Contractor warrants and represents that the goods or services sold, leased, or licensed to the State
of California, its agencies, or its political subdivisions, pursuant to this Agreement are “Year 2000 compliant.” For .
" purposes of this Agreement a good or service is Year 2000 compliant if it will continue to fully function before, at, and '
after the Year 2000 without interruption and, if applicable, with full ability to accurately and unambiguously process,
display, compare, calculate, manipulate, and otherwise utilize date information.. This warranty and representation
supersedes all warranty disclaimers and limitations and all limitations on liability provided by or through the Contractor. -

Child Support Compliance Act. For any Agreement in excess of $100,000, the Contractor acknowledges in
accordance therewith, that: ‘

" 1. The Contractor tecognizes the importance of child and family support obligations and shall fully comply with all
applicable state and federal laws relating to child and family support enforcement, including, but not limited to,
disclosure of information and compliance with eamings assignment orders, as provided in Chapter 8 (commencing
with Section 5200) of Part 5 of Division 9 of the Family Code; and

2. The Contractor, to the best of its knowledge, s fully complying with the eamings assignment orders of all employees
and is providing the names of all new employees to the New Hire Registry maintained by the Califomia Emplovment
. Development Department. - ; e : - o R

DWR 4059A (Rev.1/99) L



Attachment E

Federal_Contracting Forms

If you would like to research the governing circulars or would like copies of them, the OMB -
website is “http://www.whitehouse.gov/OMB/circulars/index.html,”. The Washington, D.C.
. publications ordering telephone number (202) 395 -7332. The: folIowmg mrculars may be f o

" rélevant to your proposal

Circular A-21, Revised October 27, 1998, "Cost Prmcrples For
Educational Institutions"”

Circular A-110, Revised August 29, 1997, "Uniform Administrative
Requirements for Grants and Agreements with Institutions of Higher
Education, Hospitals, and Other Non-profit Organizations"

Circular A-133, Revised June 24, 1997, "Audits of States, Local
Govemments, and Non-profit Organizations" .
Circular A-87, Revised August 29, 1997, "Cost Principles for State, Local
and Indian Tribal Governments"

Circular A-102, Revised August 29, 1997, "Uniform Administrative .
Requirements for Grants and Cooperative Agreements with State and
Local Governments"

* Circular A- 133, Revised June 24, 1997, “Audits of States, Local

Governments, and Non-proﬁt Organizations"

Circular.A-110, Revised August 29, 1997, "Uniform Administrative
- Requirements for Grants and Agreements With Institutions of ngher '

Education, Hospitals, and Other Non-profit Organizations"
Circular A-122, Revised May 19, 1998, “Cost Principles for Non-profit

" Organizations”

Circular A-133, Revised June 24, 1997, “Audits of States, Local
Governments, and Non-profit Organizations”

All agreements with organizations other than those indicated above shall
be in accordance with the basic principles of OMB Circular A-110, and

- cost principles shall be in accordance with Part 31 of the Federal
* Acquisition Regulations, Subpart 31.2 entltled "Contracts with

Commercial Organizations.".

Standard USBR F1nanc1al A351stance Agreement Language.

| REGULATIONS AND GUIDANCE The regulatlons at 43 CFR Part 12 Subparts A F are
- hereby incorporated by reference as though set forth in full text.

The following Office of

Management and Budget (OMB) Circulars, as applicable, and as 1mp1emented by 43 CFR Part 12,
are also incorporated by reference and made a part of this agreement. Failure of a recipient to
comply with any provision may be the basis for withholding payments for proper charges made by

-~ the recipient and for termination of support. Copies of OMB Circulars are available on the Internet
at http://www.whitehouse.gov/OMB/circulars/index.html. The implementation of the circulars at
43 CFR Part 12 is available at http://www.access.gpo.gov/mara/cfr/index.html.

a. Agreements with colleges and universities shall be in accordance with the following circulars:



Electronic Funds Transfer (EFT) unless a waiver has been granted in accordance with 31 CFR 203.4.
Upon award of a financial assistance agreement, Reclamation will provide the recipient with further
instructions for implementation of EFT payments or a certification form fo request exemption from
EFT.

ASSURANCES INCORPORATED BY. REFERENCE. The provisions of the Assurances -

- executed by the Recipient in connection with this agreemeit:shall apply with full force and effect

to this agreement as if fully set forth in these Genéral Provisions. Such Assurances include, bitt are
not limited to, the promise to comply with all applicable Federal statutes and orders relating to
nondiscrimination in employment, assistance, and housing; the Hatch Act; Federal wage and hour
laws and regulations and work place safety standards; Federal environmental laws and regulations
and the Endangered Species Act; and Federal protection of rivers and waterways and historic and
archeological preservation.

COVENANT AGAINST CONTINGENT FEES. The recipient warrants that no person or agency
has been employed or retained to solicit or secure this agreement upon an agreement or
understanding for a commission, percentage, brokerage, or contingent fee, excepting bona fide

B employees or bona fide offices established and maintained by the recipient for the purpose of

securing agreements or business. For breach or violation of this warranty, the Government shall
have the right to annul this agreement without liability or, in its discretion, to deduct from the
agreement amount, or_otherwise recover, the full amount of such commission, percentage,
brokerage, or contingent fee. : :

. CONTRACTING WITH SMALL AND MINORITY FIRMS, AND WOMEN'S BUSINESS
" ENTERPRISES. It is a national policy to award a fair share of contracts to small and minority
business firms, The Department of the Interior is strongly committed to the objectives of this policy
and encourages all recipients of its grants and cooperative agreements to take affirmative steps to

ensure such fairness. o :

a. The grantee and subgrantee shall take all necessary affirmative steps to assure that minority firms,
and women's business enterprises are used when possible.

b. Affirmative steps shall include:

(1) Placing qualified small and minority businesses and women's business enterprises on
_ solicitation lists; ‘ ‘

~ (2). Assuring that small and minority businesses, and women's business enterprises ar¢
. solicited whenever they arepotential sources; . S TS,
(3) Dividing total requirements, when economically feasible, into smaller tasks or
quantities to permit maximim participation by small and minority business, and women's
business enterprises; '

(4) Establishing delivery schedules, where the requirement permits, which encourage
participation by small and minority business, and women's business enterprises;

(5) Using the services and assistance of the Small Business Administration, and the
Minority Business Development Agency of the Department of Commerce as appropriate,
and .



-

ASSURANCES - NON-CONSTRUCT]ON PROG RAMS

OMB Approval No. 0348-0040

Public reportmg burden for this collection of mformatlon is estimated to average 15 minutes per response, mcludlng time for reviewing
instructions, searching existing data sources, gathering and maintaining the data needed, and completing and reviewing the collection of
information. Send comments regarding the burden estimate or any other aspect of this collection of information, including siiggestions for

reducnng this burden, to the Ofﬁce of Management and Budget, Paperwork Reduction Project (0348-0040), Washington, DC 20503.

PLEASE DO NOT RETURN YOUR COMPLETED FORM TO THE OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET
- |[SENDIT. TO THE ADDRESS PROVIDED BY THE SPONSORING AGENCY

| NOTE Cenam of these assurances may not be apphcable to your pro;ect or program If you have questuons please contact the
awarding agency. Further, certain Federal awarding agencies may require applicants to certify to additional assurances. If such

As the duly authorized representative of the applicant, [ certify that the applicant:

1.

2. WiIll' give the awarding agency, the Comptroller General abuse; {f) the Comprehensive Alcohal Abuse and
of the United States and, if appropriate, the State, Alcoholism Prevention, Treatment and Rehabilitation
~through any authorized representative, access to and Act of 1970 (P.L. 91-616), as amended, relating to
the right to examine all records, books, papers, or nondiscrimination on the basis of alcoho! abuse or
documents related to the award; and will establish a alcoholism; (g} §§523 and 527 of the Public Health
proper accounting system in accordance with generally Service Act of 1912 (42 U.S.C. §§290 dd-3 and 290 ee

- acceptad accounting standards or agency dlrecnves . .3), as amended relating to confldentlahty of alcohol -
-and drug abuse patiént records; (h) Title VIil.of the

3. will establ;sh safeguards to prohlblt emp!oyees from Civil Rights Act of 1968 {42 U.8.C. §§3601 et seq.), as
using their positions for a purpose that constitutes or amended, relating to nondiscrimination in the sale,
presents the appearance of personal or organizational rental or financing of housing; (i) any other
conflict of interest, or personal gain. nondiscrimination provisions in the specific statute(s)

: : _ under which application for Federal assistance is being

4. Will initiate and complete the work within the applicable made; and, {) the requirements of any other
time frame after receipt of approval of the awarding nondiscrimination statute(s) which may apply to the
agency. application.

5. Will comply with the Intergovernmental Personnel Act of Will comply, or has aleady complied, with the
1970 (42 U.S.C, §§4728-4763) relating to prescribed - requirements of . Titles I! and il of the Uniform
‘standards for merit systems for programs funded under Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition
one of the 13 statutes or regulations specified in Policies Act of 1970 (P.L. 91-646) which provide for
Appendix A of OPM's Standards for a Merit System of fair and equitable treatment of persons displaced or .

S ‘Personnel Auﬂwmrstratlon (5 C F R 900 Subpart F) o whose property is’ acqunred as a result of Federal or - -

T ) . federally-assusted programs. Theése requirements apply

6. W1Ii comply mth all Federal statutes reiahng o ~ to all interests in real property acquired for project

“is the case, you will be notified.

Has the legal authoriiy to apply for Federal assistance

and the institutional, managerial and financial capability
(including funds sufficient to pay the non-Federal share
of project cost) to ensure proper planning, management
and completion of the project described in this
application.

B

nondiscrimination, These include but are not limited to:
(a) Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 (P.L. 88-352)
which prohibits discrimination on the basis of race, color
or national origin; (b} Title IX of the Education
Amendments of 1972, as amended (20 U.S.C. §§1681-
1683, and 1685-1686), which prohibits discrimination on
the basis of sex; (c) Section 504 of the Rehabilitation

Act of 1973, ‘as amended (29 U.S.C. §784), which
prohibits discrimination on the basis of handicaps; {d)
the Age Discrimination Act-of 1975, as amended (42
U.8.C. §§6101-6107), which prohibits discrimination
on the basis of age; (e) the Drug Abuse Office and
Treatment Act of 1972 (P.L. 92-255), as amended,
relating to nondiscrimination on the basis of diug

purposes regardless of Federal participation in

purchases.

Will -comply, as .applicable, with provisions of the
Hatch Act (5 U.S.C. §§1501-1508 and 7324-7328)

which limit the political activities of employees whose

principal employment activities are funded in whole or

.in part with Federal funds.

Standard Form 4248 (Rev. 7-97)
Prescribed by OMB Circular A-102

Previous Edition Usable ‘ _
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9.

10.

Will comply, as applicable, with the provisions of the Davis- -

Bacon Act {40 U.S.C. §§2762 1o 276a-7), the Copeland Act

- (40 U.S.C. §276c and 18 U.S.C. §874), and the Contract

Work Hours and Safety Standards Act (40 U.S.C. §§327-

333), regarding labor standards for federaliy—assisted.

construction subagreements.

Will comply, if applicable, with flood insurance purchase

- requirements of Section 102(z) -of ihé',Fldo’d..Disasfe‘rl'_

. Protection_Act .of 1973 (P.L. 93-234) which Tetiires

11.

recipients in a special flood hazard area to paricipate in the
program and to purchase flood insurance if the total cost of
insurable construction and acquisition is $10,000 or more:

Will comply with environmental standards which may be
prescribed pursuant to the following: (a) institution of
environmental quality control measures under the National
Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (P.L. 91-190) and
Executive Order (EO) 11514; (b) notification of violating
facilities pursuant to EQ 11738; (¢} protection of wetlands
pursuant to EO 11990; (d) evaluation of flood hazards in
floodplains in accordance with EQ 11988; (e} assurance of
project consistency with the approved State management
program developed under the Coastal Zone Management
Act of 1972 (16 U.S.C. §§1451 et seq.); {f) conformity of
Federal actions to State (Clean Air) Implementation Plans
under Section 176(c) of the Clean Air Act of 1955, as
amended (42 U.S.C. §§7401 et seq.); {(g) protection of
underground sources of drinking water under the Safe
Drinking Water Act of 1974, as amended (P.L. 93-523);
and, (h) protection of - endangered species under the
Endangered Species Act of 1973, as amended (P.L. 93-
205). ' o

12.

Will comply with the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act of
1968 (16 U.5.C. §§1271 et seq.) related 1o protecting

components or potential components of the national

“13.

wild and scenic rivers system.

Will assist the awak&ing agency in assuring compliance
with Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation
Act of 1966, as amended.(16 U.S.C. §470), EO 11593 -

-{identification”arid. protection .of historic properties); and -

" the Archaeological and Historic Preservation Act. of .

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

1974 (16 U.S.C. §§469a:1 et seq.).

Will comply with P.L. 93-348 regarding the protection of
human subjects invalved in research, develapment, and
related activities supported by this award of assistance.

Will comply with the Laboratory Animal Welfare Act of
1966 (P.L. 89-544, as amended, 7 U.S.C. §§2131 et
seq.) pertaining to the care, handling, and ireatment of
warm blooded animals held for research, teaching, or
other activities supported by this award of assistance.

Will comply with the Lead-Based Paint "Poisoning
Prevention Act (42 U.S.C. §§4801 et seq.}’ which
prohibits the use of lead-based paint'in construction or
rehabilitation of residence structures. '

Will cause to be performed the required financial and
compliance audits in accordance with the Single Audit
Act Amendments of 1996 and OMB. Cireular No. A-133,
"Audits of States, Local Governments, and Non-Profit
Organizations." ' '

Will comply with all applicable requirements of all other
Federal iaws, executive arders, regulations, and policies
governing this program. ‘

SIGNATURE OF AU

ED CERTIFYING OFFICIAL

TITLE

Trewhite D se'clﬁr_

PLICANT ORGANIZATION

Cémd“"“‘}‘f] Mboez wtls (—‘aﬁw@-{ Fvners

DATE SUBMITTED

incu.( l"S‘ZCOO
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INSTRUCTIONS FOR THE SF-424A

Public reporting burden for this collection of information is estimated to average 180 minutes per response, including time for 1z

zviewing

instructions, searching existing data sources, gathering and maintaining the data needed, and completing and reviewing the collection of
information. Send comments regarding the burden estimate or any other aspect of this coltection of information, including suggesiions for
reducing this burden, to the Office of Management and Budget,- Paperwork Reduction Project (0348-0044), Washington. DC 20503,

PLEASE DO NOT RETURN YOUR COMPLETED FORM TO THE OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND BUDG;:.T
: SEND ITTO THE ADDRESS PROV[DED BY THE SPONSORING AGENCY

* General tnstructlons

This form is designed so that application can be made for funds
from one or more grant programs. In preparing the budget,
adhere to any existing .Federal grantor agency guidelines which
prescribe how and whether budgeted amounts should be
separately shown for different functions or activities within the
program. For some programs, grantor agencies may require
budgets to be separately shown by function or activity. For other
programs, grantor agencies may require a breakdown by function
or activity, Sections A, B, C, and D should include budget
estimates for the whole project -except when applying. for

assistance which requires Federal authorization in annual or

other funding period increments. In the latter case, Sections A, B,
C, and D should provide the budget for the first budget period
{usually a year) and Section E should present the need for
Federal assistance in the subsequent budget periods. -All
applications should contain a breakdown by the object class
categories shown in Lines a-k of Section B.

"Sectlon A Budget Summary Lmes 1-4 Columns (a} and (b)

For applloations pertamlng o a smg/e Federal grant program
(Federal Domestic Assistance Catalog number) and 7ot requiring
a functional or activity breakdown, enter on Line 1 under Column
(a) the Catalog program title and the Catalog number in Column
(b). |

For applications pertaining to a sinole program requiring budget
amounts by multipte functions or activities, enter the name of
each activity or function on each line in Column (a), and enter the

Catalog number in Column (B). For applications pertaining to -

multiple programs where none of the programs require a
breakdown by function or activity, enter the Catalog program title
on each line in Column (a) and the respect[ve Catalog number on
" eachlinein Column (b) S ‘ o

o For apphcatlons perralmng 1o mu/fw/e programs where one or

more programs require a breakdown by function or activity,
prepare a separate sheet for each program requiring the
breakdown. Additional sheets should be used when one form
does not provide adequate space for all breakdown of data
required. However, when more than one sheet is used, the first
page should provide the summary totals by programs. ‘

Lines 1-4, Columns (c) through (g)

For new appfications, leave Column (¢) and (d) blank. For each
line entry in Columns (a) and (b), enter in Columns (g), {f}, and
(g) the appropriate amounts of funds needed o support the
project for the first funding period (usually a year).

For continuing grant program applications, submit these iorms
before the end of each funding period as required by the grantor
agency. Enter in Columns {c) and {d) the estimated amounis of
funds which will remain unobligated at the end of ihe grant
funding period only if the Federal grantor agency insir:ctions
provide for this. Otherwise, leave these columns blank. En’er in
columns (e) and (f} the amounis of funds needed for the
upcoming period. The amount(s} in Column (g) should be the
sum of amounts in Columnns (e) and {f).

For supplemental grants and changes to existing grants, do not
use Columns (c} and (d). Enter in Column (e) the amouni of the
increase or decrease of Federal funds and enter in Column (f) the

. amount of the increase or decrease of non-Federal funds. In

Column (g) enter the new total budgeted amount (Federal and
non-Federal) which includes the total previous authorized
budgeted amounts plus or minus, as appropriate, the amounts
shown in Columns (e) and (f). The amount(s) in Column (g)
should not equal the sum of amounts in Columns (e) and (f).

Line 5 - Show tne totals for all columns used. -

Section B Budget Categories

In the column headings {1} through (4), enter the titles of the
same programs, functions, and activities shown on Lines 1-4,
Column (a), Section A. When additional sheets are prepared for

Section A, provide similar column headings on each sheel. For
each program, function or activity, fill in the total requirements for

- funds {both Federal and non-Federal) by object class categories. .

Line 6a-i - Show the totals of Lines 6a to 6h in each colurrin. .

Lme 61 Show the amount of mdlrect cost

' Line Sk Enter the total of amounts on. Lmes Bi. and 8j. For ai

applications for new grants and continuation grants the otal
amount in column (5), Line 6k, should be the same as the total
amount shown in Section A, Column (g}, Line 5 ¥or
supplemental grants and changes to grants, the iotal amount of
the increase or decrease as shown in Columns (i)-(4), Line Gk
should be the same as the sum of the amounis in Section A,
Columns {e) and (f) on Line 5.

Line 7 - Enter the estimated amount of income, If any, expesicd

to be generated from this project. Do not add or subtract this
amount from the total project amount, Show under the progra:n

SF-424A°(Rev. 7-97} Page 3




OME Approval No. 0348-0040
ASSURANCES - NQN—CONSTRUCTION PROGRAMS

Public reporting burden for this collection of information is estimated to average 15 minutes per response, including time for reviewing
instructions, searching existing data sources, gathering and maintaining the data needed, and completing and reviewing the collection of
|information. Send comments regarding the burden estimate or any other aspect of this collection of information, including stggestions for

reducmg this burden, to the Ofﬁce of Management and Budget, Paperwork Reduchon Project {(0348-0040), Washington, DC 20503.

PLEASE DO NOT RETURN YOUR COMPLETED FORM TO THE OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET
SEND IT TO THE ADDRESS PROVIDED BY THE SPONSORING AGENCY.

NOTE: Certain of these assurances may not be applicable to your project’ or program. If you have 'duestions please contact the
awarding agency. Further, certain Federal awarding agencaes may requ:re applicants to certify to additional assurances. If such

As the duly authorized representative of the applicant, | certify that the applicant:

1.

2. Wil give the awarding agency, the Comptroller General abuse; (f) the Comprehensive Alcohol Abuse and
of the United States and, if appropriate, the State, _Alcoholism ‘Prevention, Treatment and Rehabilitation
through any authorized representative, access to and Act of 1970 (P.l.. 91-616), as amended, relating to

. the right to examine all records, books, papers, or nondiscrimination on the basis of alcohol abuse or

. documents related to the award, and will establish a alcoholism; (g) §§523 and 527 of the Public Health
proper accounting system in accordance with generally' ‘Service Act of 1912 (42 U.S:C. §§290 dd-3 and 290-ee
accepted accountmg standards or agency directives. 3), as amended, relating to confidentiality of alcohol

and drug abuse patient records; (h) Title VIil of the

3. Will establish safeguards to prohibit employees from Civil Rights Act of 1968 {42 U.5.C. §§3601 et seq.), as
using their positions for a purpose that constitutes or amended, relating to nondiscrimination in the sale,
presents the appearance of personal or organizational rental- or financing of housing; (i} any other
conflict of interest, or personal gain. nondiserimination provisions in the specific statute(s)

under which application for Federal assistance is being

4. Wil initiate and complete the work within the applicable made; and, () the requirements of any other
time frame after receipt of approval of the awarding nondiscrimination statute(s) which may apply to the
agency. application, :

5. Will comply with the Intergovernmental Personnel Act of Will comply, or has already complied, -with the
1970 {42 U.S.C. §§4728-4763) relating to prescribed requirements of Titles I and il of the Uniform
standards for merit systems for programs funded under Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition
‘one -of the 19 statutes or: regulations spécified-in - - » Policies Act of 1970 (P.L. 91-646) which provide for

. Appendix A of OPM's Standards for a Merit System of - .. fair and equnable treatment of persons d:splaced or .
‘Personnel Administration (6 C.F.R. 800, Subpart F). o “whose property i acquired as a result of Federal or
. federally-assisted programs. These requirements apply

6. Wil comp[y with all Federal statutes relating to to all interests in real property acquired for project

Prevlous Edition Usable

.is the case, you will be notified.

Has the legal authority to apply for Federal assistance

and the institutional, managerial and financial capability -

{including funds sufficient to pay the non-Federal share
of project cost) to ensure proper planning, management
and completion of the project described in this
application.

nondiscrimination. These include but are not limited to:
(a) Title V1 of the Civil Rights Act of 1964 (P.L. 88-352)
which prohibits discrimination on the basis of race, color
or national origin; (b) Title' IX of the Education
Amendments of 1972, as amended (20 U.5.C. §§1681-
1683, and 1685-1656), which prohibits discrimination on
the basis of sex; {c) Section 504 of the Rehabilitation

Authorized for Local Reproduction

Act of 1973, as amended (29 U.5.C. §794), which
prohibits discrimination on the basis of handicaps; (d)
the Age Discrimination Act -of 1975, as amended (42
U.S.C. §§6101-6107), which prohibits discrimination
on the basis of age; (e) the Drug Abuse Office and
Treatment Act of 1972 (P.L. 92-255), as amended,
relating o nondiscrimination on the basis of drug

purposes regardiess of Federal participation in

purchases.

Will comply, as applicable, with prowsuons of the
Hatch Act {5 U.S.C. §81501- -1508 and 7324-7328)
which limit the political activities of employees whose
principal employment activities are funded in whole or
in part with Federal funds.

Standard Form 4248 (Rev. 7-97)

Prescribed by OMB Circular A-102
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U.S. Department of the Interior |

Certifications Regarding Debarment, Suspension and
Other Responsibility Matters, Drug-Free Workplace
Requirements and Lobbying

Persons signing this form should refer to the regulations
referenced below for complete instructions:

Certification .R'egardihgj_'bébarmen'g; Suépension,-'an‘d 6t_hér' S R el e
. Cettification Regarding Drug-Free Workplace Requirements - =

" Responsibility Matters - Primary Covered Transactions - The
prospective primary participant further agrees by submitting
this proposal that it will include the clause titled, "Certification
Regarding Debarment, Suspension, Ineligibility and Voluntary
Exclusion - Lower Tier Covered Transaction,” provided by the
department or agency entering into this covered transaction,
without modification, in all lower tier covered transactions and
in all solicitations for lower tier covered transactions. See
below for language to be used; use this form for certification
and sign; or use Department of the Interior Form 1854
{DI-1984). {See Appendix A of Subpart D of 43 CFR Part 12.)

Certification Regarding Debarment, Suspension, Ineligibility énd
Voluntary Exclusion - Lower Tier Covered Transactions - {See
Appendix B of Subpart D of 43 CFRPart 12.).

Alternate |. {Grantees Other Than Individuals) and Alternate Ii.
[Grantees Who are individuals) - {See Appendix C of Subpart D
of 43 CFR Part 12.)

Signature on -this form provides for compliance with
certification requirements under 43 CFR Parts 12 and 18. The
certifications shall be treated as a material representation of
fact upen which reliance will be placed when the Department
of the Interior determines to award the covered transaction,
grant, cooperative agreement or loan. '

PART A:
Primary Covered Transactions

Certification Regarding Debarment, SuSpension, and Other Responstbility Matters -

CHECK __IF THIS CERTIFICATION IS FOR A PRIMARY COVERED TRANSACTION AND 1S APPLICABLE.

{(n

The prospective primary participant certifies to the best of its knowledge and belief, that it and its principalls:

{a} Are not presently debarred, suspended, proposed for debarment, declared ineligible, or voluntarily excluded from
" covered transactions by any Federal department or agency; o o . Ce '

oy

{c}

{d}

Have not within a t_h'ree-yeér period precéding this proposal been convicted of.of had a civil judgment tendered against

them for commission of fraud or a criminal offense in connection with obtaining, attempting to obtain, or performing
a public (Federal, State or local) transaction or contract under a public transaction; violation of Federal or State antitrust
statutes or commission of embezzlement, theft, forgery, bribery, falsification or destruction of records, making false
statements, or reéceiving stolen property; . :

Are not presently indicted for or otherwise criminally or civilly charged by a governmental entity (Federal, State or local)
with commission of any of the offenses enumerated in paragraph {1}{b) of this certification; and .

Have not within a three-year period preceding this application/proposal had one or more public transactions {Federal,
_State or local} terminated for cause or default.

Where the prospective primary participant is unable to certify to any of the statements in this certification, such prospective

. PARTB: -

“{2)
’ participant shall attach an explanation to this proposal.

ertification Regarding Debarment, Suspension, Ineligibility and Voluntary Exclusion -
" Lower Tier Covered Transactions. © -~ .0 070 i T e T

CHECK __IF THIS CERTIFICATION IS FOR A LOWER TIER COVERED TRANSACTION AND IS APPLICABLE.

{1} The prospective lower tier participant certifies, by submission of this proposal, that neither it nor its principals is presently

(2}

debarred, suspended, proposed for debarment, declared ineligible, or voluntarily excluded from participation in this
transaction by any Federal department or agency.

Where the prospective lower tier participant is unable to certify to any of the statements in this ceriification, such
prospective participant shall attach an explanation to this proposal. :

D-2010

March 1955 . :
{This form consolidates D 1863, DI-1954,
DI-1955. DI-1956 and DI-1983}



PART E: Certification Regarding Lobbying

Certification for Contracts, Grants, Loans, and Cooperative Agreements

CHECK __ IF CERTIFICATION IS FOR THE AWARD OF ANY OF THE FOLLOWING AND
THE AMOUNT EXCEEDS $100,000: A FEDERAL GRANT OR COOPERATIVE AGREEMENT,
SUBCONTRACT, OR SUBGRANT UNDER THE GRANT OR COOPERATIVE AGREEMENT.

CHECK _ IF CERTIFICA TION IS FOR THE AWARD OF A, FEDERAL - o
"LOAN EXCEEDING THE AMOUNT OF $150,000, OR A SUBGRANT OR L
. - SUBCONTRACT EXCEEDING $700,000, UNDER THE LOAN.

The undersigned certifies, to the best of his or her knowledge and belief, that:

(1)

{2}

{3)

No Federal appropriated funds have been paid or will be paid, by or on behalf of the undersigned, to any person for
influencing or attempting to influence an officer or employee of an agency, a Member of Congress, and officer or employee
of Congress, or an employee of a Member of Congress in connection with the awarding of any Federal contract, the making
of any Federal grant, the making of any Federal loan, the entering into of any cooperative agreement, and the extension,
continuation, renewal, amendment, of modification of any Federal contract, grant, Ioan or cooperative agreement

If any funids other than Federal appropriated funds have been paid or will be paid to any person for influencing or attempting
to influence an officer or employee of any agency, a Member of Congress, an officer or employee of Congress, or an
employee of a Member of Congress in connection with this Federal contract, grant, loan, or cooperative agreement, the
undersigned shall complete and submit Standard Form-LLL, "Disclosure Form to Report Lobbying," in accordance with its
instructions.

The unders:gned shall require that the language of this certification be included in the award documents for all subawards
at all tiers {including subcontracts, subgrants, and contracts under grants, loans; and cooperative agreements) and that all

_ subrecipients shall certify accordingly.

This certification is a material representation of fact upcn which rehance was placed when this transactlon was ‘made or entered

into. Submission of this certification is a prerequisite for making or entering into this transaction imposed by Sectlon 1352,

title 31, U.S. Code. Any person who fails to file the reqt.ured certification shall be subject to'a civil penalty of not less than
$10,000 and not more than $100,000 for each such failure. ‘

" As the authorized certifying official, | hereby certify that the above specified certifications are true.

\, .
SIGNATUFIE OF AUTHORIZED CERTIFYING OFFICIAL yrZ\M 4N a A/J—‘L\

.TYPED NAME AND TITLE J° Rires Wéjt\-}w\ - \E__)te cnviive OyTedPo

.l'.I.Z.);f:S.TE - 3//5'70\)

Di-2010
March 1955

{This form consolidates DI-1953, DI-1954, ‘ :
DI-1955. DI-1956 and DI-1863)



APPLICATION FOR

OMB Approval No. 034&-0:043

2.DATE SUBMITTED

FEDERAL ASS]STANCEl

May IS, 2000 |

Applicant Ideniifier

1. TYPE OF SUBMISSION: -13. DATE RECEIVED BY

Application Preapp]icatién

STATE State Application ldentifier

[ Construction
[X} Non-Construction

Construction
Non-Construction

4. DATE RECEIVED BY

FEDERAL AGENCY |Federal Identifier

5. APPLICANT INFORMATION

Comw'\un\tu

Orgamzahonal Unit:

WnOSY grgarzahw Salld s

Legal Name:.
ﬁd\w\»\w sy GM\L\L.\ Q.V‘WXS (M)
Address (give city:. \county, State, and  Zjp code): - L
P.0.60y 306D
Daks | CA GAs6\T

Yolo Coniy

Hthis application (g.'ve araa code)

Nameand telephone number, of person to be, contacted on matters involving

Somes €. T\So\w Evecoue Duvechsy”
'30\ '135 -gSLE exk. 36

6. EMPLOYER IDENTIFICATION NUMBER (£}

(a4 —lzlalt L4 T]4is

7. TYPE OF APPLICANT: fenter appropriale lelter in box)

8. TYPE OF APPLICATION:
X New

If Revision, enter appropriate lfetter(s) in boﬁ(es)

] Revision

LU

C. Increase Duration -

D Continuation

A, Increase Award B. Decrease Award
D. Decrease Duration Other{specify):

A. State H. Independent School Dist.

B. County. . State Controlled Institution of Higher Leaming’
C. Municipal J. Private University ' .
D. Township- K. Indian Tribe

E. interstate L. Individual

M. Profit Organization

N. Other (Specify) mﬂ&\@% .

No&\o'w.& Bsln

- F. Intermunicipal
G. Special District

9. NAME OF FEDERAL AGENCY:

10. CATALOG OF FEDERAL DOMESTIC ASSISTANCE NUMBER.

- TITLE (_(\Ls&d

11. DESCRIFTIVE TITLE OF APPLICANT’S PROJECT: ~

Cm.\um-]rv\ Az oz e | fonwew

T2, AREAS AFFECTED BY PROJECT(C.rtfes Countfes States, etc.):

Mevce d ,Yolo oud Solame cambins

duc.ofl‘w\g Cav Maens pand. andavne. \rs
A (b.o\os\co& Regeviree \'\:.»w;so

Calfed Tos-Daika Progrmen idlde |

13. PROPOSED PROJECT  |14. CONGRESSIONAL DIiSTRICTS OF:
Start Dale Ending Date  {a. Apphcant ann Puece b. Project
3/1[ 200t | 3] 31] 20| ¢ bk Favwes
15. ESTIMATED FUNDING: 16, IS APPLICATION SUBJECT TO REVIEW BY STATE EXECUTIVE
ORDER 12372 PROCESS?
a. Federal $ : o
/, 066S93 OO0 | a YES. THIS PREAPPLICATION/APPLICATION WAS MADE
b. Applicant $ v o AVAILABLE TO THE STATE EXECUTIVE ORDER $2372
O ] ®) PROCESS FOR REVIEW ON;
c. State % Ho o
) &) GD DATE
[¢. Local $ > ' a ' B .
L . O ) ff_b b, No. ﬂ PHOGRAM 13 NOT COVERED BY E 0. 12372. .
e. Other 5 » " [1OR PROGRAM HAS NOT BEEN SELECTED BY STATE
Y o0 FOR REVIEW
f. Program Income 3 - ) :
O OO  [17.15 THE APPLICANT DELINQUENT ON ANY FEDERAL DEBT?
g TOTAL / 066 56 2 ” o ®, Tl Yes 1f “Yes," attach an explanation. E_j Mo r

18. TO THE BEST OF MY KNOWLEDGE AND BELIEF, ALL DATA IN THIS APPLICATIONJPREAPPLICAT]ON ARE TRUE AND CORRECT, THE !
DOGUMENT HAS BEEN DULY AUTHORIZED BY THE GOVERNING BODY OF THE APPLICANT AND THE APPLICANT WILL COMPLY WITH THE

ATTACHED ASSURANCES IF THE ASSISTANCE IS AWARDED.

a. Type Name of Authorized Representatwe b. Title” o - b./ c. Telephene Number i
James 2, R ey frecotie Dwece (S)156-2% _ext. 36
d. Signaturd b Authorized Re r tative — e. Dale Signed
/i "~ 505, Mo 1S, 2000

Previous Edjtion Usable
Authorized for Local Reproduction

Standard Form 424 (Rev. 7-97)
Prescribed by OMB Circular A-102

$



INSTRUCTIONS FOR THE SF-424

" |Public reportmg burden for this collection of information is estimated to average 45 minutes per response,’ mcludmg tlrne for rewewmg
 |instructions, searching existing data sources, gathering and maintaining the data needed, and completing and reviewing the collection of

information. Send comments regarding the burden estimate or any other aspect of this collection of information, including suggestions for
reducing this burden, to the Office of Management and Budget, Paperwork Reduction Pro;ect (0348-0043), Washmgton bC 20503.

PLEASE DO NOT RETURN YOUR COMPLETED FORM 7O THE OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET
SEND IT TO THE ADDRESS PROVIDED BY THE SPONSORING AGENCY.

ThlS is a standard form used by appltcants as a required facesheet for preapphcat:ons and appllcatrons submitted for Federal assrstance It
- will be used by. Federal agenmes to obtain applicant certification that States which have. estabhshed a review and comment procedure :ni
: response to Execuitive Order 12372 and have selected the | prograrn o be mcluded in'their process have been given an opportumty to revrew :

the applicant's submtssmn

ltemn:

1.

2.

10.

11.

Entry: ‘ Item:

Self-explanatory. ‘ : ' 12.
Date application submitted to Federal agency (or State if ‘
applicable) and applicant’s control number (if applicable). 13.
State use only (if applicable). 14.
if this application is to continue or revise an existing award,

enter present Federal identifier number. If for a new prolect 15.
leave blank. -

Legal name of applicant, name of primary organizational unit
which will undertake the assistance activity, complete address of
the applicant, and name and telephone number of the person to
contact on matters related to this application.

Enter Employer Identificatlon Number (EIN) as assngned by the
intermal Revenue Service.

Enter the appropriate letter in the space provided. 16.

Check appropriate box and enter appropriate letter(s) in the
space(s) provided:

-- "New" means a new assistance award. 17.

- "Continuation means an extension for an additional
fundmg/budget period for 2 pro;ect w1th a prajected
completion date.

18.

- "Ftevision"means any change in the ‘F_eg:ieral
Government's financial obligation or contingent
lizbility from an existing obligation.

Name of Federal agency from which.assistance is being
requested with this appircatlon

Use the Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance number and
title of the program under which assistance is requested.

Enter a brief descriptive title of the project. If more than one
program is involved, you should append an explanation ona
separate sheet. if appropriate (e.g., construction or real
property projects), attach a map showing project location. For
preapplications, use a separate sheet to provide a summary
description of this project.

Entry:
List only the largest political entities affected {e.g, State
counties, cities).

Self-explanatory.

List the applicant’s.Congressional ﬁistrict and any

District(s) affected by the program or project.

Amount requested or to be contributed during the first
funding/budget period by each contributor. Value of in-
kind contributions should be included on appropriate
lines as applicable. If the action will result in a dollar
change to an existing award, indicate on/y the amount
of the change. For decreases, enclose the amournits in
parentheses. If both basic and supplemental amounts
are included, show breakdown on an attached sheet.
For muttiple program funding, use totals and show
breakdown using same categories as ftem 15.

Applicants should contact the State Single Point of
Contact (SPOC) for Federal Executive Order 12372 to
determine whether the application is subject to the”
State intergovernmental review process.

This question applies to the applicant organization, not
the person who signs as the authorized representative.
Categories of debt include delinquent audit
disallowances, loans and taxes.

To be signed by the authorized representative of the
applicant. A copy of the govemmg bodys

- authorization for you to sign this application as official -~ *

representative must be on file in the applicant’s office.
{Certain Federal agencies may require that this
authorization be submitted as part of the application.)

SF-424 (Rev. 7-97) Back
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mccmm._. _z_uom_sb._._oz Non- Construction _#om_.mam OMB Approval No. 0348-0044
* SECTION'A - BUDGET SUMMARY R T

Grant Program - " Catalog of Federal

Function .. | Domestic Assistance Estimated C:ou_._mmﬁma..mcsam . : zo.s_o,. mox_m.ma Budget
o_.>o=<=< L Number . Federal _ Non-Federal ©* Federal ..‘..Zo:-_umamqm“ . Total
(a) | (b) © _-(d) €) S M @

1 QlRd ’ P Puegsezeo P o P o s9300

5. Toals | L o ¥ loe4s593.00 P _o- % 1006593.60
” _ e T » SECTION B - mcuomqoﬁmmom_mm N .
6. Object Class Oman%o_m . . g GRANT PROGRAM, FUNCTION ORACTIVITY - " : Totai

R (0] ‘ R T @ ] @ : (5)

a. _u.mao::m_,.._..”_,..._..m . o : o o § 362,659.00 A $ 36365900
b. Fringe Berigfits o o e, o4s.0m | 16,649.0D
c. Travel . . . ‘. . $606.C0 S,606.00
d. Equipment . ‘ _ S : £ >

e. Supplies : S | : . | 33, 240.00 - | 33,240-00
f. Contractual. :. - . B S 1 67, 370-00 | - 2467, 370-.CO
g. Oo:m.:coﬁ.u.mH . . . B = | A
h.Oter . D o 48, 35%.c0 | Hg, 3B -0D
i. Total 93&0?&8 (sum of 6a-6h) o 833,272 00 .@u | $33,277.00
J. Indirect Charges : S Lo 233.316. 00 | - 2 233,306-00
k. TOTALS Eswmxs.ma% $ _ . $ k .. H /, 66¢,593.0D mv®\ 3 /, 06, <FF 3. 0D

&

$ A $ om 8 § =&

S Authorized for Locai Reproduction : . Standard "orm 424A (Rov. 7-97)
Previous Editlon Usable . . } R . i ) - Prescribed by OMB Circular A-102

7. Program Income -




EaETT v

_- g i WSECTION G ~ NON-FEDERAL RESOURCES o

'y

; .@.DEE Program

(b) Applicant

(o) ma:m. * (d) Other moEmmm

~(6) TOTALS

5 e

18,

<

10.

11,

12. TOTAL (sum of lines 6-17)

$

$

D-FORECASTED.CASH NEEDS -

13. Federal

Total for 1st Year

1st Quarter

2nd Guarter - Jrd Quarter

4th Quarter

$ 439, 139,00

g

109, 7€3.50 %

[09.7%3.5D

_{14. Non-Federal-

® 109,7%3 50
o

(09,793 .5D|!

i,

15. TOTAL (sum of iines 13 and 14)

1%

$

TION ' BUDGET ESTIMATES OF FEDERAL FUNDS NEEDED, FOR BALANCE OF THE PROJEC

: “(a) Grant ._,uﬁ.omqm.:,_ .

.FUTURE FUNDING' PERIODS {Years)

;.@ m_a.ﬁ

{e) Fousth

16.

$ o

{c) Second , .m.‘.‘.A& Third

A

17.. .

et

't

18,

Y

19,

o

L

20 TOTAL (sum of lings 16-19)

v

$ &

$

&

£ SEGTIONFOTHER BUDGET INFORMATION

21. Direct Charges:

. 122, Indirect o.r.mamw"

23, mmsmq_xmu

Authorlzed for Local Reproduction

Standard Form 424A {Rev, 7-97) Page 2



Attachment N

Attachment N 7

Coinplete Project Budget




Community Alliance with Family Farmers
CalFed Proposal

BUDGET DOCUMENTS

Table 1.1 Projéét Budget Summary

" Table 1.2 CAFF — CalFed Budget

Table 1.3 CAFF Budget by Task and Personnel

Table 1.4 CAFF Hours by Task and Personﬁel

Table 1.5 Subcontractor Budget by Task and Personnel

Table 1.6 Subcontractor Hours by Task and Personnel



Table 1.1: PROJECT BUDGET SUMMARY

Task Labor Expenses Overhead Task Total
Task 1 Data Collection $20,769 $1,324 $6,186 328,279
Task 2 Planning and Management $35,482 | $374 $10,040 $45,896
" |Task 3 Technical Assistance $46,264 | $870 | . $13,198 '$60,332
Task 4 Demonstration Activities = $50,159 $3,000  $14,885 $68,044
Task 5 Educational Events $35,085 © $4,748 $11,153 " $50,936
Task 6 Publications and Outreach $58,485 $12,500 - $19,876 $90,861
Task 7 Evaluation and Assessment $29.,923 $500 $£8,518 138,941
Task 8 Reporting $43,540 $50 $12,205 $55,796
YEAR 1 Budget Totals $319,707 $23.366 $96,060 $439,134
Task 2_Planning and Management $14,688 8274 $4,189 $19,151
Task 3 Technical Assistance $21,807 3670 $6,294 $28,771
Task 4 Demonstration Activities $59,614 $3,000 $17,532 $80,146
Task 5 Educational Events $31,468 $8,050 $11,065 $50,583
Task 6 Publications and Quireach $58,485 $12,500 -$19,876 $90,861
Task 7 Evaluation and Assessment $19,319 3500 $3,549 $25,368
Task 8 Reporting $38,077 £50 $10,675 $48,802
YEAR II Budget Totals $243,459 $25,044 $75,180 $343,683
Task 2 Planning and Management - $11,430 | $274 $3,277 $14,981

Task 3 Technical Assistance C$21,574 | $670 $6,228 | $28.473
Task 5 Educational Events $32,136 - $7,800 $11,182 |  $51,118
Task 6 Publications and Qutreach $65,711 $29,500 $26,659 $121,870
Task 7 Evaluation and Assessment $14,861 $500 $4.,301 $19,661
Task 8 Reporting $37,195 $50 $10,429 $47,674
YEAR III Budget Totals $182,907 $38,794 $62,076 $283,777
TOTAL PROJECT $746,073 $87,204 $233,316 $1,066,593




Table 1.2: Community Alliance with Family Farmers Budget ‘

Direct Labor Service TOTAL
YEAR I|TASK Hours Salary Benefits Travel Supplies Other | Contracts | Overhead | Equipment | Construction| COST
: 28%

Task 1|Data Collection 380 $5,268 31,686 $124 $200 $1,000 $13.815 $6,186 $0 $0 $28,279
1.1 Conduct baseline information and practices survey 180 $4,708 $1,507 $62 $100 $500 $6,908 $3.660 $17,644

1.2 Conduct survey of banriers to implementation 180 $560 _§179 $62 $100 $500 $6,908 52,327 $10,635

Task 2| Planning and Project Management 608 $14,456 $4,626 $124 $100 $150 $16.400 $10,040 30 50 $45,806
2.1 _Establish Managment Teams 160 $3,880 51,242 . $0 50 550 7,840 33,643 $16,655

2.5 Haold Quartetly Management Team Meelings 248 $5.816 51,861 . ° $124 $100 $50 54,920 - $3,604 $16,475

2.3 Develop Workplans 200 $4,760 $1,623 %0 30 $50 3,640 $2,792 $12,766

Task 3| Technical Assistance 690 $16,382 $5,242 $620 $100 3150 $24,640 $13,198 30 $0 $60,332
3.1_Recruit Landowneis . . 137 $3,279 $1,049 0 $0 $50 $2,560] -  $1.943 $6,882

3.3 Develop Farm Plans for each Project Area 207 $4,849 51,552 0 $100 $560 $4,360 43,055 $13,966

3.3 Farm Site Visits 347 $8.253 $2.6M1 £620 30 $50 $17.720 8,200 $37,484

Task 4|Demonstralion Activities 24 $670 $214 $0 $3,000 30 $49,275 $14,885 $0 30 $68,044
4.1 Create Plan for Clean Up and Restoralion 6 $168 554 %0 $9,030 - $2,500 $11,841

4.2 Hold Stakeholder meetings 6 $168 554 $0 ~,$8,480 - - $2.436 $11,137

4.3 Sile Preparation and Restoration 3] $168 $54 $0 $15.993 34 540 $20,754

4.4 Site Revegetation 6 $168 554 $3.000 $15,773 55,318 $24,312

Task 5|Educational Events 816 $20,016 $6,405 $500 $600 $3.648 $8,664 $11,153 $0 30 $50,986
5.1 Hold 6 Evenis (Solano County) 360 $8,952 $2,865 $250 $300 $1.,824 $8,664 $6,399 $29,254

5,2 Hold 6 Events (Merced County} 456 $11.064 $3,540 $250 300 $1.824 50 .- $4.754 $21,732

Task 6| Publications and Qutreach 1718 $41,004 $13.121 $500 $6,000 $6,000 $4,360 | $19,876 50 $0 $90,861
6.1 Media Campaign and Public Relations 414 $9,899 3,168 167 $1,500 $1,500 $1,090 - $4.,850 £22,174

6.2 Outreach for Evenis 414 $9.899 $3,168 167 $1.500 $1,500 $1,090 -$4.850 $22,174

6.3 Gommunity Relations Activilies 414 $9.899 $3.168 167 $1,500 $1,500 31,090 $4.850 $22,174

6.4 Publications, Lists and Media Materials 478 $11,307 $3,618 50 $1,500 $1.500 $1,090 $5.324 $24,339

Task 7 |Evaluation and Assessment 759 $18,055 $5,778 $0 $200 $300 $6,090 $6,518 30 30 $38,041
7.1 Data Entry 136 2,944 $942 §0 0 $0 $1,088 $4,974

7.2 Database Management 144 $3,288 $1,052 $200 0 $0 1,271 $5,811

7.3 Evaluation of Program Events 167 $4,119 $1.318 50 $50 $1.218 51,877 $8,502

7.4 Data Compilation 20 $2,760 883 $0 $a0 5962 31,303 $5,959

7.5 Survey Analysis 192 34,944 $1,582 30 $200 $3,.910 - §2978 $13,614

Task 8|Reporing 1040 $29,5688 $9,468 $0 30 $50 $4,484 1 $12,205 $0 $55,796
8.1 Monthly Billings 72 $1.892 $637 $13 $1,280 | - 1,098 $5,020

4.2 Quarterly narrative reporls 328 $9.316 $2,981 $13 ‘$1,218 3,788 $17,315

8.3 Quarterly budget reports 312 $6,984 52,868 313 $768 3,632 $16,145

8.4 Annval Report 328 - $9,316 $2,981 §13 $1,218 $3.788 $17.315

Total Cost Year | 6015]  $145,439 $46,540 $1,868 $10,200 | $11,298 $127,728 $96,060 $0 $0 $439,134




YEAR Il [TASK .

Task 2 |Planning and Project Management 320 $7,400 $2,368 $124 $100 350 $4,920 $4189 80 $o $19,151
2.2 Hold Quarterly Management Team Meelings 320 §7,400 $2,368 3124 $100 $50 $4.920 $4,189 $19,151

Task 3| Technical Assistance- 278 $6,733 $2,154 $620 $0 $50 $12,920 $6,204 $0 30 $28,771
33 Famm Sile Visits 278 $6,733 $2.154 $620 30 550 $12,920 "$6,204 $28,771

Task 4|Demonsiration Activities 24 $670 $214 $0 $3,000 $0 $58,730 | $17,532 $0 30 $80,146
4.1 Create Plan for Clean Up and Restoration 6 $168 $54 0 $9,030 - $2,590 $11,841

4.2 Hold Stakeholder meetings 6 $168 $54 0 $9.920 $12,981
4.3 Site Preparatjon and Restoration 8 $168 $54 0 $31,766 540,942

44 Site Revegetation . ] $168 354 $3.000 - $8.015 $14,382

Task 5{ Educational Events 618 $15,200 $4,864 $750 $1,220 $6,080 $11,404 $11,085 30 30 $50,583
5.1 Hold 6 Events (Solano County) 109 $2.643 $846 $250 300 $1.824 $7.944 - %3866 $17,673

5.2 Hold 6 Events {Mesced County) 157 $3,699 $1,184 250 300 $1,624 $0 $2,032 $9,289

5.3 Hold Watershed Faire (Solano County) 133 $3.219 $1,030 3125 310 $672 $3460- '$2.468 $11,285

5.4 Hold Watershed Faire (Merced County) 243 $5.639 $1,804 125 $310 $1.760 $0 $2,699 $12,337

Task 6] Publications and Quireach 1718 $41,004 $13,121 $500 $6,000 $4,360 $19,878 30 $0 $90,861
6.1 _Media Campaign and Public Relations 414 $9,809 $3.168 167 $1,500 1,090 ~ $4.850 $22.174

6.2 Oulreach for Events . 414 $9,899 $3,168 167 $1,500 1,000 | - $4,850 $22,174

6.3 Communily Relations Activities 414 $9,699 £3,168 167 $1,500 $1.090 $4,850 22,174

6.4 Publicalions, Llsts and Media Materials 478 $11,307 £3.618 $0 $1.500 1,090° §5,324 $24,339

Task 7| Evaluation and Assessment 553 $13,181 $4.218° $0 $300 $1,920 “$5,549 §0 30 $25,368
7.1 Data Enlry 88 $2,204 3734 $0 $0 3848 $3.876
7.2 Database Management [) $2,204 h734 30 _%0 <904 $4,132

7.3 Evaluation of Program Events 161 $4.005 $1,282 550 $320° $1,584 $7,241
7.4 Dala Compilation 98 2,204 $734 $50 $320 $951 $4,350 |

7.5 Survay Analysis _ g8 52,294 $734} $200 $1.280 $1,262 £6,770

Task 8[Reporting 978 $27,834 $8,907 $0 $0 $50 $1,336 $10,875 $0 50 $48,802
8.1 Monthly Bilings - 66 51,782 $570 $13 30 5662 $3,027

9.2 Quarlerdy narative reports 304 58,684 $2,779 313 $360- $3,314 $15,149
8.3_Quarteriy budget reports 304 58,664 - $2,179 $13 360 $3,314 $15,149

8.4 Annual Report- 304 $8,684 $2.7791 . - $13 $616 $3,385 $15,477

Total Cost Year Il 4489 $112,022 $35.847 $1,894 $10,520 [ $12,530 $95,580 £75,180 $0 30 $343 683




YEAR Il |TASK

Task 2|Planning and Project Management

257 $5,801 $1,888 $124 $100 $50 $3,640 §3,277 $0 30 $14,981
2.2 Hold Quarterly Management Team Meetings 257 $5,901 $1.888 $124 3100 $50 53,640 $3.277 $14,981
Task 3| Technical Assistance 226 $5,193 $1,662 $620 $0 350 $14,720 ) .mm_mmm 30 30 $28,473
3.3 Farm Site Visits 226 $5,193 $1.662 $620 $0 $50 $14720 | - '$6.228 $28,473
Task 5| Educational m<m:~w 594 $16,024 $4,808 $500 $1,220 $6,080 $12,304 $11,182 $0 30 $51,118
5.1 Hold 6 Evenls {(Solano County) 103 $2.611 $804. 125 300 51,6824 $7,944. . §3,782 $17,290
52 Hold 6 Events {Merced County) 167 3,019 $1,254 125 300 $1,824 50 $2,078 $9,500
5.3 Hold Watershed Faire {Selano County) i27 3,087 $o88 125 310 $672 $4,360 $2,672 $12,214
5.4 Hold Watershed Faire (Merced County) 237 $5,507 $1,762 3125 310 $1,760 50 - $2.650 $12,114
Task 6|Publications and Outreach 1798 $43,516 $13.926 $500 $11,000 [ $18,000 $8.270 $26,659 $0 $0 £1214,870
8.1 Media Campalgn and Public Relations 291 $7.018 $2,246 §167 $2,750 $4,500 $1.080 .54,976 $22,745
__|6.2_Qutreach for Events 291 $7.018 $2,246 $167 $2,750 | $4,600 $1,090 _§4,976 $22,745
5.3 Community Relations Activilies 291 $7.018 $2,246 $167 $2,750 $4,500 $1,090 $4.976 $22.745
6.4 Publications, Lists and Media Materials 291 $7,018 $2.246 $0 32,760 $4.600 $1,090 $4.929 $22,532
6.5 Workbook : 633 $15,446 $4.943 $0 30 $0 $3.910 ) - $6803 $31,102
Task 7 |Evaluation and Assessment 353 38,781 $2.810 $0 $200 $300 $3,270 $4,301 50 $0 $19,661
7.1 Data Entry N 58 $i.414 $452 §0 30 $0 © §522 $2,388
7.2 Database Management 58 1,414 $452 $200 30 $0 $578 $2,645
7.3 Evaluation of Program Events 121 3,125 $1,000 %0 $50 $770 ~ - §$1,385 $6,330
7.4 Data Compilation 58 $1,414 $452 $0 $50 $770 §752 $3,439
7.5 Survey Analysls 58 51,414 $452| 30 $200 $1.730 ~ $1.083 £4,859
Task 8|Reporting i - 930 $26,778 $8,569 $0 $0 $50 $1,848 ma‘c.hmm $0 $0 $47.6T4
8.1 Monihly BRlings  ° 66 $1,782 $570 $13 TS 3662 $3,027
8.2 Quarterly narrative reports 288 $8,332 $2,666 $13 3616 $3.256 $14,882 |
8.3 Quarterly budget reports 288 $8,332 2,666 $13 $616 $3.256 $14,882
8.5 Final Report 288 $8,332 $2.666 - 313 $616 [ $3,2566 $14,882
) Total Cost Year Il 4158]  $105193 $33,662 $1,744 $12,520 | $24,530 $44,052 | .mmm.cqm $0 $0 $283,777
Total Project Cost 14662 $362,654| $116,049 $5,606 $33,240| $48,358 $233,316 $0 $0] $1,066,593

$267,370




Table 1.3: Community Allaince with Family Farmers Budget by Task and Personnel (Direct Labor)
Team Member| _ Tisher Waestcot Sams Knox Gady_ |Ohmart Stockwin Dia Van _.mumz Hill Garroll Huff
Classification| E. Director | D. Director [-D. Director | D. Director |Goordinatoy Coordinator|Coordinaton Coordinator CoordinatorCoordinater;CoordinatorjCoordinator
Hourly Rate $46 $35 $35 $35 $31 $23 $23 $19 . %26 $22 $22 $22
YEAR | TASKS . . .
1. Data Collection 30 $0 $0 $1.120 $1,860 $0 $0 $0 - %0 $0 $528 $880
1.1 Condugt baseline information and practices survey $0 30 30 $560 $1,860 0 30 30 50 $0 $528 $580 |
1.2 Conduct survey of barriers to implementation %0 $0 30 $560 30 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 30
2. Planning and Prolect Management $0 $0 30 - §0 $3.720 $0 ‘ $0 $0 ] $0 $0 $1,036 £6,160
2.1 Establish Managment Teams $0 30 30 30 $1,240 30 $0 $0 %o $0 $0 $1.760
2.2 _Hold Quartedy Management Team Meelings $0 $0 $0 30 $1.240 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $1.056 $2,640
2.3 Develop Workplans 30 $0 $0 $0 $1.240 %0 $0 50 $0 %0 $880 $1,760
3. Technical Assistance 30 $0 30 $700 83348 $0 30 $0 $0 $0 $3,872 $7.040
3.1 _Recnuit Landowners : $0 $0 $0 $233 $744 $0 $0 .$0 §0 $0 30 $1.760
3.3 Davalep Famn Plans for each Project Area $0 30 0 $233 $744 §0 $0 $0 30 $0 $1,760 $1,760
3.3 Fanm Site Visils ) $0 $0 $0 @Nmu. $1,860 $0 50 $0 3o $0 $2,112 $3,520
4, Demonstration Activities - 30 30 30 $140 $310 30 $0 30 30 $0 $0 $0
4.1 Create Plan for Clean Up and Restoration $0 $0 $0 $35 $78 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 30 $0
4.2 Hold Stakeholder meetings $0 %0 30 $35 $78 $0 30 $0 $0 $0 50 $0
4.3 Site Preparation and Restoration 30 30 30 $35 $78 30 $0 5 - $0 50 50 30
4.4 Sila Revegelation 30 50 $0 $35 $78 30 $0 30 - $0 $0 30 30
5. Educational Events $0 $0 $0 1,680 | $5.052 $0 0 30 $1,056 | 82,112 $4.024
5.1 Hold 6 Events (Sofana County) $0 $0 $0 $840 $2.976 0 %0 30 $2,112 30
5.2 Hold 6 Events (Merced County) $0 %0 §0 3840 $2.976 $0 $0 $1,056 $0 $4.224
6. Publications and Outreach $0 $0 $6,440 $0 §0 $0 $16,560 $3,952 $4,680 30 $0 $0
6.1 Media Campalgn and Public Relations $0 $0 $1.610 0 30 $0 $4,140 $988 $1,170 30 $0 30
6.2 Qutreath for Evenls $0 0 $1,610 30 %0 $0 $4,140 g8 $1,170 $0 $0 0
6.3 Community Relations Activilies $0 31] $1,610 $0 $0 30 $4,140 $988 $1,170 $0 $6 $0
6.4 Publications, Lists and Media Materials §0 $0 $1.610 $0 $0 .wa $4,140 $588 _$1470 §0 $0 $0
7. Evaluation and Assessiment. _$230 $0 $175 $350 $3,068 $i15 3115 $0 $0 366 $924 $1,100
7.1 Data Entry ) %0 §0 $0 30 §0 %0 50 0 $0 $0 $0 - $0
7.2 Dalabase Management $0 $0 $0 $0 $496 $0 $0 $0 $0 30 $0 30
7.3 Evaluation of Program Events $230 30 $175 $350 $496 $115 $115 $0 30 £66 $220 $220
7.4 Data Compilation 30 $0 $0 30 $496 $0 g0 $0 $0 $0 $0 %0
7.5 Survey Analysis $0 30 §0 m,o $2,480 $0 §0 $0 0 $0 $704 $880
8. Reporting $1,656 $1,680 $3,360 _$3,360 $5,952 $6,900 __§0 - 30 30 $704 $0
8.1 Monthly Bilings - $0 §420 $0 $0 - %0 %0 $0 " &0 30 %0 30
8.2 Quarlery narrative reporis $552 $420 $1.120 $1,120 §1,984 $2,300 30 $0 $0 $352 $0
8.3 Quarteriy budget reports $552 $420 $1,120 $1,120 $1,984 $2,300 30 30 30 50 $0
8.4 Aanuzl Report $552 $420 $1,120 $1,120 $1.984 $2,300 $0 $0 $0 $352 50
Year | Personnel Budget Totals $1,886 $1,680 49,975 $7,350 $25,110 $7,015 $16,675 $3,952 $4,680 $1,122 $10,076 $19.404




vagant .
Murray Rice Okrongly Espley Comm Wallen Oldfiald 0'Guinn Budget
Coordinator]_Manager | Assistant | Assistant Assistant Admin Admin Admin by Task

$22 $22 $19 $22 $22 $30 $19 §22|
$880 $0 $0 $0 _§0 $0 $0 $0 $5,268
$880 50 50 50 30 $0 30 $0 $4,708
$0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 50 $560
32,640 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 _$0 $14,456
$880 $0 $0 $0 $0 30 30 $0 $3,880
$880 $0 30 $0 $0 50 $0 $0 $5,816
$880 $0 $0 $0 30 $0 30 $0 $4,760
$1,232 $0 $190 $0 30 30 §0 $16,382
$352 $0 $190 $0 $0 $0 $0 $3.279
$352 50 $0 $0 30 $0 30 $4,849
$528 30 80 50 30 0 $0 $8,253
$220 30 $0 $0 $0 $0 30 $0 3670
$55 30 30 $0 30 30 30 30 $168
$55 30 50 30 30 30 $0 $0 $168
$55 30 30 $0 30 $0 30 30 $168
$55 30 30 10 $0 %0 %0 50 $168
$2,112 30 51,824 $1,056 30 30 30 30 $20,016
$1,056 $0 $912 $1,056 30 $0 30 30 $8.952
$1,056 $0° $912 30 $0 $0 §0 30 $11,084
$1,408 $5984 | . $0 $0 -$1,980 $0 30 $41,004
$0 $14%5 $0 $0 §495 30 .$0 $9.809
30 $1,498 30 $0 $495 jo $0 $5.899
50 $1,496 $0 $0 $495 $0 $0 $9,859
$1,408 $1,496 30 30 $495 $0 $0 $11,307
$10,032 $0 $760 $220 $0 $0 | 30 $0 518,055
$2,640 30. $304 30 30 $0 $0 $0 $2,944
$2,640 $0 $162 30 $0 30 50 $0 $3,288
$1,760 50 $152 $220 $0 $0 $0 30 $4,119
$2,112 $0. $152 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $2,760
$880 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 30 54,844
$2,112 30 30 §0 $0 $2,880 $456 528 $29,588
30 $0 30 $0 $0 $1,080 $228 $264° $1,992
$704 $0 $0 $0 $0 $600 376 $88 $9.316
$704 $0 §0 $0 $0 $600 $76 $88 $8,964
$704 50 30 $0 $0 $600 $76 $88 $9.316
$20,636 $5984 | - $2,774 $1,276 $1,980 $2,880 $456 $528 $145,439




YEAR Il TASKS

2. Planning and Project Management $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,240 $0 30 $0 30 $0 $1,058 $4,224
2.2 Hold Quarterly Management Team Meetings $0 %0 $0 30 51,240 0 30 30 $0 $0 $1,058 $4,224
3, Technical Assistance 30 $0 $0 $233 $1,860 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $2,112 $2,112
3.3 Farm Site Visils $0 50 $0 $233 $1,860 50 $0 50 $0 §0 $2,112 $2,112
4, Demonsiration Activities 30 $0 $0 $140 $310 30 $0 $0 - $0 $0 $0 $0
4.1 Create Plan for Clean Up and Restoration $0 %0 0 $35 378 30 $0 0 -~ $0 0 %0 0
4.2 Hold Stakeholder meelings $0 0 0 $35 78 30 $0 0 0 0 %0 0
4.3 Site Preparation and Restoration 30 0 0 $35 78 $0 $0 0 0 0 $0 0
4.4 Sita Revegetation : $0 0 30 $35° 76 $0 30 0 30 30 ‘50 $0
5. Educational Events $0 30 $0 $700 $3,472 30 30 $0 $0 $836 . $0 $5,280
5.1 Hold 6 Events {Solano 00::3 $0 §0 $0 $175 $868 %0 30 30 30 30 30 $0
5.2 Hold 6 Events {Mercad County) $0 $0 $0 $175 $868 30 $0 $0 $0 $176 30 $1,760
5.3 Hold Watershed Faire {(Solano County) 50 $0 $0 $175 $868 30 50 $0 %0 $0 30 50
5.4 Hold Watershed Faire {(Merced County)} $0 30 30 3175 $868 $0 50 $0 30 $660 $0 $3,520
6. Publications and Qutreach $0 0 $6,440 30 $0 $0 $1i6,560 $3,952 | - $4,680 30 $0 $0
6.1 Media Campalgn and Public Relations $0 it) $1,810 -$0 $0 $0 $4,140 $988 _ $1,170 $0 30 30
6.2 Cutreach for Evaerts %0 0 $1,610 %0 $0 50 $4,140 %088 $1,170 $0 50 $0
6.3 Communily Relations Activities %0 0 $1,610 $0 $0 30 34,140 %988 $1,170 $0 30 30
6.4 Publications, Lists and Media Materials 30 $0 $1,610 $0 $0 30 $4,140 $988 $1.170 $0 $0 30
7. Evaluation and bmmmmmam:, $230 $0 5175 $350 $2.480 $115 $115 50 30 $66 $220 $220
7.1 Data Enlry $0 80 f0 $0 $406 30 50 $0 30 $0 30 $0
7.2 Dalabase Management 30 30 $0 $0 $496 30 30 £0 30 %0 30 30
7.3 Evaluation of Program m<m_.=m $230 30 $175 350 $496 $115 $116 $0 30 566 $220 $220
7.4 Data Compliation 30 50 $0 0 5496 $0 30 $0 30 $0 $0 $0
7.5 Survey Analysis $0 $0 $0 80 $486 $0 $o $o 30 $0 $0 $0
8. Reporting $1,656 $630 $3,360 $3,360 $5,852 $6,900 $0 0 $0 %0 $0 $0
8.1 Manthly Billings $0 $210 $0 $0 $0 0 ] 0 §0 0 30 0
8.2 Quartery narrative reports - $552 $140 $4.120 $1,120 $1,984 $2,300 0 $0 $0 0 $0 0
8.3 Quarterly budget reports $552 $140 $1.120 $1,120 $1.984 $2,300 0 $0 $0 0 §0 4]
8.4 Annual Report §552 $140 $i.120 $1,120 $1,984 $2,300 %0 $0 30 $0 30 $0
o Year || Personne] Budget Totals $1,886 $630 $9,975 $4.783 $15,314 $7,015 $16,675 $3,952 $4,680 $902 $3,388 $11,836




$880 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 30 §7,400
$880 $0 $0 $0 80 $0 $0 $0 $7,400
§352 $0 $63 $0 $0 $0 §0 30 $6,733
$352 0 $63 “$0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $6,733
$220 30 30 $0 0 $0 30 30 $670
$55 30 30 0 0 $0 §0 0. 168
$55 30 $0 30 0 30 0 0 168
$55 $0 30 0 $0 $0 0 0 168
$55 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 0 0 $168
$1,056 $1,216 $2,640 $0 50 $0 $0 $15,200
$264 $458 $380 $0 $0 $0 30 $2,643
$264 $456 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $3,609
$264 $152 $1,760 30 $0 30 $0 $3,219
$264 $152 80 $0 $0 $0 §0. $5.639
$1408 | " $5984 $0 $1,980 $0 30 $0 $41,004
0 $1.496 $0 $495 0 30 $0 $9.899
0 $1,496 30 $495 0 $0 $0 $9.899
0 $1,496 $0 $495 0 30 -$0 $9.899
$1,408 $1.496 50 $495 $0 $0 $0 $11.307
38,800 $0- $190 $0 0 30 $0 $13,181
1,760 $0 $a8 $0 $0 $0 $2,294
1,760 $0. 38 30 b0 30 %0 2,294
1,760 $0 38 $0 $0 30 $0 $4,005
$1,760 $0 $38 0 “$0 $0 50 $2,294
$1,760 30 538 30 $0 $0 30 $2,294
$2,112 $0 0 $0 $0 $2,880 $456 $528 $27,834
$0 $0 0 0 30 $1,080 $228 $264 $1,782
§704 50 0 0 30 $600 $76 $68 $8,684
$704 $0 0 0 $0 $600 $76 $88 $8.,684
$704 30 $0 30 30 $600 §76 568 £8.684
$14,828 $1,469 $2,860 $1,980 $2,880 $456 $528 $112.022




YEAR |l TASKS

2. Planning and Project Management $0 30 $0 $0 §827 $0 $0 $0 $0 30 3704 $4,224
2.2 Hold Quarterly Management Team Meelings $0 30 30 50 I $827 50 $0 50 | 50 30 $704 $4.224
3. Technical Assistance $0 $0 £0 $233 $496 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $2,112 $2.112
3.3 Fam Sile Visils $0 30 30 mmmu. $496 30 30 $0 50 $0 $2,112 $2.112
5. Educational Events $0 $0 30 $700 33,472 $0 20 $0 {0 $1,188 $0 $5.280
5.1 _Hold § Evenls (Solano Gaunty) 0. 30 $0. $175 gaes | . %0 $0 30 30 30 50 S0
5.2 Hold 6 Evenls (Merced County) 30 $0 $0 $176 3868 $0 50 $0 $0 $528 $0 $1,760
5.3 Hold Watershed Faire (Solano County) 30 $0 $0 $175 $868 $0 30 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
5.4 Hold Watershed Faire (Merced County} $0 %0 $0 $175 %868 $0 $ $0 $0 $680 $0 $3.520
6. Publications and Quireach $0 $0 58,400 $0 $0 £0 $15,640 $3,952 35,096 30 30 $0
6.1 Media Campalgn and Public Relations 0 30 $1,400 $0 30 0 52,760 379D $624 $0 %0 30
6.2 Qulreach for Events 0 $0 $1,400 50 $0 $0 $2,760 $790 [ 5624 $0 30 mm..
6.3 Community Relations Activities 0 0 $1,400 50 $0 $0 §2,760 790 $624 0 30 $0
6.4 Publications, Lists and Media Matedals 30 30 $1400 50 $0 30 $2,760 $790 $624 $0 $0 30
6.5 Workbook - $0 $0 $2,800 30 50 %0 -§4,600 3790 u_.n.moo $0 %0 30
7. Evaluation and Assessment ' $230 $0 $175 3350 $2.480 $115 $115 £0 ‘ 30 $66 $220 $220
7.1 Data Entry ) §0 $0 $0 $0 $4985 30 50 0 1t] $0 $0 $0
7.2 Database Management * $0 $0 $0 $0 $496 30 30 0 | 0 50 30 0
7.3 Evaluation of Program Events $230 0 $175 $350 -$496 $115 $115 0 0 $66 $220 $220
7.4 Data Compilatian 30 $0 $0 $0 $496 $0 50 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
7.5 Survey Analysis $0 $0 $0 $0 $496 $0 $0 $0 $0 50 $0 $0
8. Reporting $1,656 $630 $3360 | - $3,360 $5,952 $6,900 $0 30 $0 $0 $0 $0
8.1 Monthly Billings $0 $210 30 $0. 30 $0 $0 30 $0 $0 $0 $0
8.2 Quarterly namralive reports - $552 $140 - $1,120 $1,120 $1,984 $2,300 30 $0 $0 $0 $0 30
8.3 Quarterly budget reports $552 $140 $1,120 $1.120° $1,984 $2,300 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 50
8.5 Final Report $552 $140 $1,120 $1.120 $1.984 $2,300 30 $0 50 $0 $0 30
Year }ll Personnel Budget Totals $1,886 $630 $11,935 $4,643.|  $13,227 $7,015 $15,755 $3,952 $5,096 $1,254 $3,036 $11,836

Total 3 Year Budget $5.658 $2,940 $31,885 $16,777 $53,651 $21,045 $49,105 $11,856 314,456 $3,278 $16,500 maw.ou.m




$147 30 $0 $0 50 30 $0 $0 $5,901
§$147 $0 0 30 30 $0 $0 $0 $5.901
$176 0 $63 30 $0 $0 30 $0 $5,193
$176 30 363 $0 $0 $0 30 50 $5,193
$528 0| $1.216 | $2640 50 50 50 $15,024
$132 $0 - $456 $380 30 30 30 $2,511
$132 30 $456 g0 30 $0 %0 - $3.919
$132 $0 $152 $1,760 $0 $0 $0 $3,087
$132 $0 $i52 $0 $0 $0 $0 $5,507
$0 | $5.852 0 50| _ $4,576 50 50 50 $43.516
$0 528 $0 %0 $9156 $0 0 50 7.018
$0 528 $0 30 915 $0 0 “%0 1 7,018
%0 $528 $0 $0 915 0 0 $0 7,018
$0 3528 $0 $0 $915 30 30 30 $7.018
%0 $3.740 $0 $0 3915 30 ] 30 30 $15.446
54,400 §120 $220 30 $0 %0 % $8.781
$880 38 50 50 50 0 ) $1414
$880 $38 30 30 30 Q 1 $1414
$880 $38 $220 30 $0 ] 0 $3,125
£880 $38 $0 $0 %0 $0 $0
$880 $38 $0 $0 %0 30 %0 $1.414
$1,0568 $0 $0 30 $2,8580 $456 $528 $26,778
$o §0 $0 $o $1,080 $226 $264 $1,782
$352 $0 30 $0 $600 $76 88 $8,332
$352 $0 30 30 $600 $76 $88 $8,332
$352 $0 50 $0 $600 $76 $88 $8,332
$6,307 £5,852 $1,469 $2,860 $4,576 $2,880 $456 $528 $105,193
ST 771 | S17820 | 45,715 | 96006 48536 | §8640 91,908 |  $1.684| 362664




Table 1.4: Community Alliance with Family Farmers Hours by Task and Personnel
Team Member Tisher Westcot Sams Knox Cady OChmart Stockwin |Dia Van Epen  |Hill Carroll Huff
Classification| E. Director | D. Director | D. Director | D. Director | Coordinator| Coordinator! Coordinator| Coordinator| Cogrdinator; Coordinator| Coordinator| Coordinator
Hourly Rate 346 $35 $35 $35 $31 $23 $23| $19t $26 §$22 _ §22 $22
YEAR | TASKS .
1. Data Collection 0.0 0.0 0.0 32.0 120.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 48.0 80.0
1.1 _Conduct baseline information and practices survey 180 60.0 - ] 24.0 400
1.2 Conduct survey of barriers 1o implementation 16.0 60.0 - 24.0 40.0
2. Planning and Project Management 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 120.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 88.0 280.0
2.1 Eslablish Managment Teams 40.0 0.0 £0.0
2.2 Hold Quarterly Management Team Meetings 40.0 480 1200
2.3 _Develop Workplans 40.0 40,0 80.0
3. Technical Assistance 0.0 0.0 0.0 20.0 108.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 176.0 320.0
3.1 Recruit Landowners( 8-10 ownersiregion-16-20 total) 6.7 240 0.0 80.0
3,3 Develop 8-10 Famm Plans for each ProjectArea | _.87 L2408 R P 80,0 50.0
3.3 Farm Site Visits (MT annually, staff Qtdy) 6.7 60.0 : 96.0 160.0
4. Demonstration Aclivities 0.0 0.0 0.0 4.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
4.1 Creats Plan for Clean Up and Restoration 1.0 25
4.2 Hold Stakeholder mestings 1.0 25
4.3 Site Preparation and Restoration 1.0 25 -
4.4 Site Revegetation -1.0 25
5. Educational Events 0.0 0.0 0.0 48.0 192.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 48.0 96.0 192.0
5.1 Hold 6 Events (Solano Caunty} 24.0 96.0 ) 00 96.0 0.0
5.2 Hold 8 Events {(Merced County) 240 96.0 48.0 192.0
6. Publications and Qutreach 0.0 0.0 184.0 0.0] 0.0 0.0 720.0 208.0 180.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
6.1 Media Campaign and Public xm_mn_oum 48.0 : 180.0 52.0 45.0
6.2_Qulreach for Events 46.0 180.0 52.0 45.0
6.3 Community Relations Aclivilies- 460 180.0 520 450
6.4 Publications, Lists and Media Materials 46.0 180.0 520 45.0
7. Evaluation and >mmmmm=._m_._, 50 0.0 5.0 10.0 128.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 00 3.0 42.0 50.0
7.1 Data Entry 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
7.2 Database Management 0.0 0.0 0.0 16.0 0.0 00 0.0 0.0 0.0
7.3 Evaluation of Program Events 50 50 10.0 16.0 5.0 5.0 30 10.0 10.0
7.4 Dala Comopilation 0.0 0.0 0.0 18.0( 0.0 0.0 Q0.0 0.0 0.0
7.5 Survey Analysis 0.0 0.0 0.0 80.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 320 40.0
8, Reporting 36.0 48.0 96.0 06.0 192.0 3000 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 32.0 0.0
8.1 Monthly Billings 0.0 12.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
8.2 Quarterly narralive Buo_..m 12.0 12.0 32.0 320 64.0 100.0 16.0
8.3 Quarterly budget repons. 12.0 12.0 32.0 -32.0 64.0 100.0 0.0
8.4 Annual Report 2.0 12,0 320 320 64.0 1000 16.0
Year |_Personnel Totals 41.0 48.0 285.0 210.0 870.0 305.0 725.0 208.0 i 180.0 51,0 482.0 922.0




vacant
Murray Rice _|Okrongly _{Espley Comm Wallen Oldfield O'Guinn  |Howrs
Coordinator] Manager | Asslstant | Assistant |Coordinater| Admin Admin Admin by Task
$22 $22 $19 $22 $22 . $30 $19 $22
80.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 360.0
40.0 - : i 180.0
40.0 X 180.0
120.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 608.0
40,0 : 160.0 o
40.0 - 248.0 -
40.0 . S 200.0
56.0 0.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0]. 690.0
16.0 . 10.0 136.7
16.0 i 0.0 : 206.7 .
24.0 00| : ‘ . 346.7
10.0 0.0 - 00 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 24.0 !
2.5 i 6.0 )
2.5 - . 6.0
25 & 6.0
25 : - o 6.0
96.0 0.0 96.0 48.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 816.0
48.0 . 480 48.0 360.0
48.0 48.0 0.0 - - 456.0
64.0 2720 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1718.0
68.0 22.5 413.6
68.0 225 - 4135
68.0 225 ) 413.5
64.0 68.0 ’ 225 - 477.6
456.0 0.0 40.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 758.0
120.0 16.0 0.0 i 136.0
129.0 . 8.0 0.0 ) 144.0 B
80.0 8.0 10.0 167.0
96.0 ) 8.0 0.0 120.0
40.0 i 0.0 0.0 192.0
96.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 96.0 24.0 240 1040.0 -
0.0 L )} 36.0 12.0 12,0 120
32.0 . - 20.0 4.0 4.0 328.0
32.0 . i 20.0 - 4.0 4.0 . 3120
320 - 20.0 40 - 40 . 328.0
978.0 272.0 146.0 58.0 90.¢ 96.0 24.0 24.0 6015.0




YEAR Il TASKS

Eﬂaommoﬂ Management 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 40.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 480 192.0
2.2 Hold Quarlerly Management Team Meetings - 40.0 48.0 192.0/
3. Technical Assistance 0.0 0.0 0.0 6.7 50.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 96.0 95.0
3.3 Famm Site Visits 6.7 60.0 96.0 96.0
4. Demonstration Activities 0.0 0.0 0.0 4.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
4.1 Create Plan for Clean Up and Restoralion i 1.0 25
4.2 Hotd Stakeholder meelings 1.0 2.5
4.3 _Site Preparation and Restoration 1.0 2.5
4.4 Site Revegetation : 1.0 25
5, Educational Events 0.0 0.0 0.0 2001 112.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 38.0 0.0 240.0
5.1_Hold 6 Events (Selano County) 5.0 28.0 0.0 0.0
5.2 Hold 6 Events {Merced County)" 50 28.0 8.0 80.0
5.3 Hold Watershed Faire (Sofano County) 5.0 28.0 0.0 0.0
5.4 Hold Watershed Faire (Merced County} 50 28.0 ' 30,0 160.0
6. Publicalions and Qutreach 0.0 0.0 184.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 720.0 208.0 180.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
6.1 Media Campaign and Public Relations 46.0 180.0 52.0]. 45.0
6.2 Qutreach for Events 46.0 180.0 520 45.0
6.3_Community Relations Activiies 480 : 180.0 52.0| 45.0
6.4 Publications, Lists and Media Materials 46.0 180.0 52.0 45.0
7. Evaluation and Assessment” 5.0 0.0 5.0 10.0 80.0 5.0 50 0.0 0.0 3.0 10.0 100
7.1 Dala Enlry 0.0 0.0 0.0 1601 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
7.2 Database Management 0.0 0.0 0.0 16.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
7.3 Evaluation of Program Events 5.0 50 10.0 16.0 5.0 5.0 3.0 10.0 100
7.4 Dala Compilatign - 0.0 0.0 0.0 16.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
7.5 Survey Analysls 0.0 0.0 0.0 16.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
8. Reperting 36.0 18.0 96.0 96.0 192.0 300.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 6.0 0.0
8.1 Monthly Bllings . 0.0 6.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
8.2 Quarterly narrative repos! 12.0 4.0 320 32.0|. 64.0 100.0
8.3 Quarterdy budget reposts 120 4.0 320 32.0 64.0 100.0
84 Annual Report : 12.0 40 32.0 32.0 64.0 100.0

Year [l Personnel Totals 4.0 18.0 285.0 _136.7 494.0 305.0 7250 208.0 180.0 41.0 154.0 538.0



-

320.0

40,0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0].
40.0 ; 3200
16.0 0.0 3.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 278.0
160 33 2780
100 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 00 0.0 24.0
2.5 5.0
2.5 B0
25 6.0
25 60
48.0 0.0 64.0 120.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 618.0
120 24.0 20,0 08,0
120 24,0 0.0 157.0
120 8.0 50.0 133.0
12.0 3.0 0.0 243.0
4.0 272.0 0.0 0.0 90.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1718.0
68.0 225 2135
8.0 225 4135
58.0 225 3.5
64.0 58.0 225 4775
400.0 0.0 0.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 553.0
80,0 2.0 00 98.0
80.0 20 0.0 98.0
20.0 2.0 10.0 161.0
80.0 20 0.0 98.0
80.0 2.0 0.0 280
98.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 96.0 24.0 240 978.0
0.0 , 36.0 12.0 12.0 6.0
32.0 20,0 40 4.0 304.0
32.0 200 40 40 304.0
320 20.0 4.0 740 304.0
272.0 77.3 130.0 90.0 96.0 24,0 24.0 4489.0




YEAR Ill TASKS

2. Planning and Project Management 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 26.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 32.0 122.0
2.2 Hold Quarterly Management Team Meelings 26.7 320 192.0
3. Technical Assistance 0.0 0.0 0.0 6.7 16.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 ' 96.0 96.0
3.3 Famn Site Visits 6.7 16.0 96.0 6.0
5. Educational Events 0.0 0.0 0.0 20.0 112.0 090 0.0 0.0 0.0 54.0 0.0 240.0
5.1 Hold 6 Evenis (Solano Counly} 5.0 28.0 0.0 ' 0.0
5.2 Hold 6 Events (Merced County) - 50 26.0 240 80,0
5.3 Hold Watershed Faire (Sofano County) 5.0 28.0 0.0 0.0
5.4 Hold Walershed Faire (Merced County) 6.0 28.0 30.0 160.0
6. Publications and Quireach 0.0 0.0 2400 0.0 0.0 0.0 680.0 208.0 196.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
6.1 Media Campalgn and Public Relations 40.0 120.0 41.6 24.0
8.2 QOutreach for Events 40.0 120.0 41.6 24.0
6.3 Community Relations >ﬂ_s=mm 40.0 120.0 41,6 24.0
6.4 Publications, Lisls and Media Materials 40.0 120.0 418 240
6.5 Workbook 80.0 200.0 41.6 100.0
7. Evaluation and Assessment 5.0 0.0 5.0 10.0 80.0 5.0 5.0 0.0 0.0 3.0 10.0 10.0
7.1 Data Entry 0.0 00 0.0 16.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0/
7.2 Dm_mcmmm z_m:mmmn._m:_ . 0.0} 00 0.0 16.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
7.3 Evaluation of Program Events 5.0 50 10.0 16.0 50 5.0 30 10.0 10.0
7.4 Data Compilation 0.0 0.0 0.0 16.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
7.5 Survey Anaiysis - 0.0 0.0 0.0 16.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
8. Reporting 36.0 18.0 96.0 96.0 192.0 3000 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
8.1 Monthly Bilings _ 0.0 6.0 0.0 0.0[ 0.0 0.0 j
8.2 Quarlery namative reports 12.0 4.0 320 320 684.0 100.0
8.3 Quarterly budget reporls_ 12.0 4.0 320 32.0 654.0 100.0
8.5 Final Report 12.0 4.0 320 320 64.0 100.0
Year Jll Personnel Totals 41.0 18.0 3.0 132.7 426.7 305.0 685.0 208.0 196.0 57.0 138.0 538.0
: " total hours 3 years 123.0 84.0 911.0 47931 1790.7 915.0 2135.0 6524.0 556.0 149.0 7740 1998.0




6.7 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 2574
6.7 2573
8.0 0.0 3.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 226.0
8.0 3.3 226.0
24.0 0.0 64.0 120.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 594.0
60 24.0 400 103.0
6.0 240 00 167.0
6.0| 80 500 127.0
6.0 8.0 0.0 237.0
0.0 266.0 0.0 0.0 208.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1798.0
240 418 2012

24.0| 416 281.2

24.0 41.6 2912

24,0 416 261.2

170.0 416 633.2

200.0 0.0 10.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 353.0
400 20 0.0 : 58.0
40.0 2.0 0.0 58,0
40.0 2.0 10.0 210
400 2.0 0.0 58.0
400 2.0 0.0 58,0
48.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 96.0 240 24.0 '930.0
0.0 36.0 120 12.0 66.0)
6.0 200 40 4.0 268.0
16.0 200 40 40 2680
16.0 700 40 40 288.0
286.7 266.0 77.3 1300 208.0 96.0 24.0 24.0 4158.3
810.0 300.7 318.0 a88.0 288.0 72.0 720 146623

1938.7




nd Personnel

Table 1.5: Subgcontractor Budget by Task a

Team Member Gibbs Morris Survey Mgt Team [Engineering |Site Prep  |Site Reveg |Budget
Classification| consultant| consultant| consultant | consultant | consultant | eonsultant| consulfant | by Task
*Hourty Rate §32 $45 $55 $75 $100 $130 $130 ,
YEAR | TASKS : y
1, Data Collection .- $3,840 $3,375 $6,600 $0 50 $0 30 $13,815
1.1 Conduct baseline information‘and praclices survey $1.920 51,688 $3,300 $0 $0 $0 $0 $6,908
1.2 Conduct survey of barrers to implementalion $1,820 $1,688 $3,300 $0 50 $0 $0 56,908
2. Planning and Project Management $8.960 $3.240 §0 $4,200 $0 $0 $0 $16,400
2.1 Establish Managment Teams $2,560 $1,080 %0 $4,200 50 $0 $0 $7.840
2.2 Hold Quarterly Managéement Team Meelings - $3,840 $1,080 50 30 %0 30 $0 $4,920
2.3 Develop Workplans $2,560 $1,080 $0 $0 30 30 $0 $3,640
3, Technical Assistance $10,240 $5,400 $0 $9,000 50 $0 $0 $24,640
3.1 Recnuit Landowners $2,560 30 50 30 50 30 0 - §2,660
3.2 Davelop Farm Plans for each Project Area $2,560 $1,800 30 B0 30 0 0 '$4.360
3.3 Farm Sile Visits i $5,120 $3.600 30 $9,000 30 0 0 $17,720
4. Demonstration Activilies - $6,400 [ $19,575 $0 $0 $2 500 $10,400 $10,400 $49,275
4.1 Create Plan for Clean Up and Restoration $1,280 6,750 0 0 $1,000 $0 30 59,030 |
4.2 Hold Stakeholder meelings $1,280 7,200 0 0 $0 . %0 $0 $8,480
4.3 Slte Preparation and Restoration $1,280 2,613 0 -$0 $1,500 $10,400 $0 $15,993
4.4 Site Revagsiation N $2.560 | $2.813 0] %0 %0 $0 $10,400 | $15.778
5. Educational Events $6,144 §2,520 $0 $0 30 $0 30 $8,664
5.7 Ho!d 6 Events (Solano County) 36,144 $2,520 $0 $0 $0 30 50 $8,664
5.2 Ho!d 6 Evenls {(Merced County) %0 $0 $0 30 $0 $0 $0 . %0
6. Publications and Qutreach $2,560 $1,800 $0 $0 $0 0 $4,360
6.1 Media Campaign and Public Relations §640 5450 $0 §0 $0 0 $1,000
6.2 Qutreach for Events $640 450 $0 $0 30 0 $1,080
6.3 Community Relations Activilies $640 5450 $0 $0 50 0 $1,080
6.4 Publications, Lists and Media Materiats $640 $450 $0 $0 30 $0 $1,090
7. Evalualion and Assessment $3,840 $2,250 30 30 $0 50 30 36,090
7.1 Data Entry - 50 $0 0 50 $0 50 %0 $0
7.2 Database Management 30 $0 0 0 $0 50 . 80 30
7.3 Evaluation of Program Evenis $768 $450 0 0 $0 30 “$0 $1,218
7.4 Data Compiiation $512 $450 $0 30 $0 $0 $0 3962
7.5 Survey Analysis $2,560 $1.350 §0 50 $0 $0 $0 $3,910
8. Reporting $3,584 $900 $0 $0 $0 30 30 $4.484
8.1 Monthly Bilings . . $1,260 30 0 - §0 $0 $0 $0 $1,280
8.2 Quarterly narralive reports $768 | $450 $0|__ 50 | __ $0f %o = so|  gi218
8.3 Quarterly budget reports 3768 $0 30 $0 30 $0 $0 5768
8.4 Annual report $768 $450 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 §1,218
Year | Personnel Budget Totals | $45,568 | $39,060 $6,600 $13,200 $2,500 $10,400 $10,400 | $127,728




Budget

Year || Personnel Budget Totals

Team Member Gibbs Morris Survey Mgmt Team {Engineering {Site Prep [Site Reveg
Classification| consultant] consultant] consultant | consultant | consultant 1 consuitant| consuitant | by Task
Hourly Rate 332 $45 $55 C 378 $100 $130 $130 -

YEAR |l TASKS a -
2. Planning and Project Management $3,840 $1,080 $0 30 30 30 $0 34,920
2.2 Hold Quarterly Management Team Meetings $3,840 §1,080 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 54,920
3. Technical Assislance $5,120 $1,800 30 $6,000 30 $0 $0 $12,920
3.3 Farm Site Visits $5,120 41,800 30 56,000 - $0 30 %0 -$12,920
4. Demonstration Activities 36,400 | $22,140 $0 _$0 $2.500 $25610 $2,080 $58,730
4.1 Create Plan for Clean Up and Restoration 1,280 $6,750 0 f] 31,000 [ - 30 50 $9,030
4.2 Hold Stzkeholder meetings 1,280 $8,640 0 0 $0 30 $0 -$9,920
4.3 Site Preparation and Restoration 1,280 $3.375 0 _%0 $1,500 $25,610 $01 - $31,765
4.4 Site Revegetation ) $2,560 $3.375 30 50 $0 50 $2,080 $8,015
5. Educational Events $8,704 $2,700 §0 $0 39 $0 $0 $11,404
5.1 Hold 6 Events (Solano County) $6.144 $1,800 $0 $0 $0 30 $0 |  $7.944
5.2 Hold 6 Events (Merced County) $0 30 30 $0 $0 $0 $0 50
5.3 Hold Watershed Faire (Sclano County) $2,560 3900 $0 $0 $0 30 $0 “$3,460
5.4 Hold Watershed Faive (Merged County} 30 $0 $0 %0 $0 $0 $0 %0
6. Publications and Qutreach $2,560 $1,800 ) $0 30 30 $0 $4,360
6.1 Media Campaign and Public Relations $640 $460 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $1,090
6.2 Qutreach for Events §640 $450 30 $0 $0 $0 $0 $1.090
6.3 Community Relations Activilies $640 $450 $0 $0 $0 §0 $0 $1,090
6.4 Publications, Lists and Madia Materials $640 $450 $0 $0 $0 §0 $0 $1,090
7. Evaluation and Assessmenl $1,920 30 50 30 $0 §0 $1,920
7.1 Data Enlry $0 $0 30 $0 30 %0 30
7.2 Database Management $0 $0 $0 $0 30 30 -- §0
7.3 Evaluation of Program Events $320 §0 ‘%0 $0 30 $0 . $320
7.4 Data Compilation $320 0 %0 $0 30 $0 - §320
7.5 Survey Analysis $1,280 0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $1.280
8. Reporling $2586 $1,080 $0 - §0 30 $0 $0 $1,336
8.1_Monthly Billings - $0 50 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 . %0
8.2 Quarterly narrative reports §0 $360 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $360
8.3 Quarterly budget reports 30 $360 30 $0 $0 $0 $0 $360
8.4 Annual report $256 $360 30 §0 $0 30 $0 - $616

$28,800 | $30,600 $0 $6,000 $2,500 $25,610 $2,080 $95,590




Team Member Gibbs Morris Survey Mgmt Team |Engineering |Site Prep | Sito Reveg jBudget
Classification| consultant| consultant| consultant | consultant [ consultant | consulfant consultant | by Task
e _Hourly Rate $32| _ s45|_ . $55| __ %75|  §100| __  $130| __ $1304 .
YEAR HI TASKS -
2. Planning and Project Management $2,560 $1,080 $0 $0 30 $0 §0 $3,640
2.2 Hold Quartorly Management Team Meetings _ [ $2.560 $1.080 50 .. 30 _.50 $0) ... %0 - $3640
3. Technical Assistance $5,120 $3,600 $0 mm.ooo $0 $0 $0 -$i4,720
3.3 Farm Site Visits $5,120 $3,600 $0 $6,000 30 $0 $0 $14,720
5. Educational Events $8,704 $3,600 $0 $0 80 $0 $0 $12,304
5.1 Hold 6 Events (Solano County) 36,144 $1,800 30 350 30 $0 $0 [~ $7.944
5.2 Hold 6 Events {Merced County) 50 30 50 30 0 $0 £0 $0
5,3 Hold Watershed Faire (Solang County) $2,560 $1,800 %0 $0 0 $0 50 .- $4360
5.4 Hold Watershed Faire {Merced County) 30 $0 0 50 $0 $0 S0t $0
6. Publications and Outreach $5.120 | §3,150 0 %0 $0 0 50| 88270
6.1 Media Campaign and Public Relations $640 $450 30 30 30 $0 30 $1,000
6.2 Qufreach for Events . $640 $450 30 30 $0 0 $0 . $1,090
6.3 Community Relations Acliviies $640 $450 $0 - %0 $0 0 $0 51,000
6.4 Publications, Lisls and Media Materials $640 $450 30 $0 50 $0 $0 $1,000
6.5 Workbook $2,560 $1,350 0 $0 $0 $0 .30 $3,910
7. Evaluation and Assessment $1,920 $1,350 50 $0 $0 $0 $0 $3,270
7.1 Data Entry $0 30 0 $0 0 350 $0 - §0
7.2 Database Management $0 $0 0 $0 0 0 50 $0
7.3 Evaluation of Program Evenls $320 $450 0 0 0 0 50 $770
7.4 Data Compflation : $320 3450 30 30 $0 30 $0 $770
7.5 Survey Analysis $1.280 $450 $0 0 30 50 %0 . @qu_.c
B. Repeorting §768 $1,080 30 $0 80| . 50 30 $1,848
8.1 Monthly Billings $0 $0 §0 $0 %0 30 $0 0
8.2 Quarterly narrativa reports $256 $360 $0 §0 $0 30 $0 - $616
8.3 Quarterly budget reports $256 $360 §0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $616
8.5 Final Report , $256 $360 $0 .30 $0 $0 $0 $616
Year _: Personnel Budget Totals | $24,192 | $13,860 $0 - $6,000 $0 30 $0 $44,052
" Total 3 Year Budget $88,560 $83,520 $6,600 $25,200 $5,000 $36.010 $12,480{ $267,370




Table 1.6: Subcontractor Hours by Task and Personnel - B
Team Member Gibbs Morris Survey Mgmt Team _|Englneering |Site Prep  [Site Reveg Hours
. Classilication| consultant | consuitant | consultant | consultants | consultant | CCC {10} ea| CCC (10) ea] by Task

o Houily Rate $32 $45 $55) - - $75 $1C00 $130 - $130
YEAR [ TASKS
1. Data Collection 120.0 75.0 120.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 315.0
1.4 Conduct baseline information and praclices survey 60.0 375 60.0 : 157.5
1.2 Conduct survey of umz..mma to Implementation 60.0 37.5 60.0 187.5
2. Planning and Project Management 280.0 72.0 0.0 56.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 408.0
2.1 Establish Managment Teams 80.0 240 56.0 ’ 160.0
2.2 Hold Quarterly Management Team Meetings 120.0 24.0 144.0
2.3 Develop Workplans ) 80.0 24.0 104.0
3. Technical Agsistance 320.0 120.0 0.0 120.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 560.0
3.1 Recnit Landowners {8-10 owners) 80.0 0.0 0.0 ’ 80.0
3.2 Develop Farm Plans for gach Project Area 80.0 40, 0.0 120.0
3.3 Farm Site Visits HOE,_.. consuliant, annual MT) 160.0 80.0 120.0 360.0
4. Demonstration >n=<=mmm. 200.0 435.0 0.0 0.0 25.0 80.0 80.0 $20.0
4.4 Craate Plan for Clean Up and Restoration 40.0 150.0 10.0 0.0 0.0]. 200.0
4.2 Hold Stakeholder meetings 40.0 160.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 200.0
4.3 Site Preparalion and Restoration 40.0 62.5 15.0 80.0 0.0 197.5
4.4 Site Revegetation 80.0 62.5 0.0 0.0 80,0 222.5
5. Educational Events 192.0 56.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 248.0
5.1 Hold 6 Events (Solano County) 192.0 56.0 248.0
5.2 Hold 6 Events (Merced County) 0.0 0.0
6. Publications and Qutreach 80.0 40.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 120.0
5.1 Media Campaign and Public Relations 20.0 10.0 30.0
6.2 OutreachforEvents - . - 20.0 10.0 20.0
5.3 Community Relations Activities 200 10.0 30.0
6.4 Publications, Lists and Media Materials 20.0 10.0 30.0
7. Evaluation and Assessment 120.0 50.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0[ 170.0
7.1 Data Entry 0.0 0.0
7.2 Database Managemeant 0.0 0.0
7.3 Evaluation of Program Events 24.0 10.0 34.0
7.4 Data Compilation 16.0 10.0 26.0
7.5 Survay Analysis 80.0 30.0 110.0
8. Reporting 112.0 20.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 132.0
8.1 Monthly Billings 40.0 0.0 40.0
8.2 Quarterly narrative reports 24.0 10.0 4.0
8.3 Quartery budgot reposls, 24.0 0.0 24.0
8.4 Annual report - 24.0 10.0 34.0

“Year | Personnel Totals 1424.0 868.0 120.0 176.0 25.0 80.0 2773.0

80.0




Site Prep

Team Member Gibbs Morris Survey ‘|Mgmt Team__[Enginsering Site Reveg |Hours
Classification]| consuitant | consultant | consultant | consuitant | consultant consultant | consultant { by Task
" Hourly Rate $32 $45 ) $55 $75 $100 $130 $130

YEAR Il TASKS L
2. Planning and Project Management 120.0 24.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 144.0
2.2 Hold Quarterly Management Team Meetings 120.0 24.0 144,0
3. Technical Assistance 160.0 40.0 0.0 80.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 280.0
3.3 Farm Site Visits 160.0 40.0 80.0 280.0
4_ Demonstration Activities 200.0 492.0 0.0 0.0 25.0 197.0 16.0 930.0
4.1 Create Plan for Clean Up and Restoration 40.0 150.0 10.0 0.0 0.0 200.0
4.2 Hold Stakeholder meetings 40.0 192.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 232.0
4.3 Site Preparation and Restoration 40.0 75.0 15.0 197.0 0.0 3270
4.4 Site Revegetation 80.0 75.0 0.0 0.0 16.0 171.0
5, Educational Events 272.0 60.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 332.0
5.1 Hold 6 Events (Solano County) 192.0 “40.0 il 232,0
5.2 Hold 6 Evenls (Merced County) 0.0 0.0 0.0
5.3 Hold Watershed Faire (Solano County) 80.0 20.0 100.0
5.4 Hold Watershad Faire (Merced County} 0.0 0.0 0.0
6. Publications and Qutreach 80.0 40.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 120.0
6.1_Media Campaign and Public Relations 20.0 10.0 30.0
6.2 Quireach for Events 20.0 10.0 30.0
6.3 Community Relations Activities 20.0 10.0 30.0
6.4 Publications, Lists and Media Materials 20.0 10.0 30.0
7. Evaluation and Assessment 20.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 20.0
7.1 Data Entry . . 0.0 0.0
7.2 Database Management 0.0 0.0
7.3 Evaluation of Program Events 10.0 10.0
7.4 Data Compilation 10.0 10.0
8. Reporting 8.0 24.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 32.0
8.1 Monthly Billings . 0.0 0.0 i i 0.0
8.2 Quarterly narrative reporls 0.0 8.0 8.0
8.3 Quarterly budget reports 0.0 8.0 8.0
8.4 Annual report . 8.0 8.0 16.0

. Year Il Personne] Totals 860.0 680.0 0.0 80.0 25.0 197.0 16.0 1858.0




Team Member -1Gibbs Morris {Survey Mgmt Team _|Engineering |Site Prep _|Site Reveg |Hours
Classification| consultant | consultant | consuitant | consultant | consultant consultant | consultant | by Task
Hourly Rate $32 $45 $55 $75 $100| $130 $130
YEAR Il TASKS i
2. Planning and Project Management 80.0 24.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 104.0
2.2 Hold Quarterly Management Team Meetings 80.0 24.0 ] 104.0
3. Technical Assistance 160.0 80.0 0.0 80.0 0.0} 0.0 0.0 320.0
3.3 Farm Site Visits 160.0 80.0 80.0 320.0
5. Educational Events . 272.0 80.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 352.0
5.1 Hold 6 Events (Solano County) 192.0 40.0 : 2320
5.2 Hold 6 Events (Merced County} 0.0 0.0
5.3 kold Watershed Faire {Solanc County) 80.0 40.0|° 120.0
5.4 Hold Walershed Faire (Merced County) 0.0 ] 0.0
6. Publications and Cutreach 160.0 70.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 230.0
6.1 Media Campaign and Public Relations 20.0 10.0 30.0
6.2 Outreach for Events - 20.0 10.01 30.0
6.3 Community Relations Activities 20.0 10.0| 30.0
6.4 Publications, Lists and Media Materials 20.0 10.0 300
6.5 Workbook 80.0 wo..o 410.0
7. Evaluation and Assessment 60.0 30.0 0.0 0.0 0.0, 0.0 0.0 80.0
7.1 Data Entry 0.0 ‘ ] 0.0
7.2 Dalabase Management 0.0 0.0
7.3 Evalualion of Program Events 10.0 10.0 20.0
7.4 Data Compilation 10.0 10.0 20.0
7.5 Survey Analysis 40.0 10.0 50.0
8. Reporting 24.0 24.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 48.0
8.1 _Monthly Billings 0.0 0.0 0.0
8.2 Quarterly narrative reports 8.0 8.0 16.0
8.3 Quarterly budget reporls 8.0 8.0|- 16.0
8.5 Final report . 8.0 8.0] 16.0
- Year Ill Personnel Totals 756.0 308.0 0.0 80.0 0.0]- 0.0 0.0 1144.0
TOTAL 3 YEARS 3040.0 1856.0| 120.0 338.0 50.0 277.0 96.0 5775.0




